1-14-81 

Vol.  46  No.  9 
Pages  3203-3488 


Wednesday 
January  14,  1981 


Highlights 


3264,  Grant  Programs— Refugee  Education  ED  issues 

3265,  final  regulations  (Part  VI  of  this  issue)  (2 

3378,  documents)  and  invites  applications  from  State 

3387  agencies  by  2-16-81,  for  grants  under  the 

Educational  Services  for  Cuban  and  Haitian  Entrant 
Children  Program  and  the  Transition  Program  for 
Refugee  Children  (2  documents) 

3206  Grant  Programs— Handicapped  Education  ED 

issues  selection  criteria  for  Educational  Media 
Research,  Production,  Distribution,  and  Training 
Grants  under  the  Instructional  Media  for  the 
Handicapped  Program 

3263  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  invites 

applications  by  4-21-81,  for  new  projects  under  the 
Ebcperimental  Program  for  Opportunities  in 
Advanced  Study  in  Research  in  Education 

3394  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  issues  final 

regulations  for  the  Graduate  and  Professional  Study 
Fellowships  Program  (Part  VIII  of  this  issue)  and 
requests  comments  by  3-16-81  (2  documents) 

3263  Grant  Programs — Education  ED  corrects  grants 
application,  regulations  for  Arts  in  Education 
Program 

3205  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  formalizes 

procedures  for  selection  and  promulgation  of  annual 
funding  priorities 
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Highlights 


3309  Automobile  Calendar  U.S.  Regulatory  Council 
announces  publication  and  availability 

3368  Petroleum  DOE/ERA  establishes  procedures  for 
obtaining  crude  oil  for  storage  in  the  Strategic 
Petroleum  Reserve  by  exchange  of  Naval  Petroleum 
Reserves  crude  oil  and  other  means;  effective 
2-13-81  (Part  V  of  this  issue] 

3309  Wind  Energy  Treasury/Sec'y  initiates  Class  Life 
Asset  Depreciation  Range  System  study  of  property 
used  in  converting  to  electricity  or  other  useful 
forms 

.  3242  Surface  Mining  Interior/OHA  proposes 
procedures  for  adjudicative  proceedings  for 
permanent  regulatory  program  covering  coal 
operations;  comments  by  2-13-81 

3364  Environmental  Protection  EPA  sets  forth  policy, 
criteria,  and  requirements  for  assessment  of 
environmental  effects  abroad  of  major  agency 
actions;  effective  2-13-81  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) 

3350  Reclamation  Interior/WPRS  proposes  policies 
and  procedures  to  administer  acreage  limitation 
provisions  of  law;  comments  by  3-16-81  (Part  II  of 
this  issue) 

3394  Budget  0MB  issues  1981  deferrals  (Part  VII  of  this 
issue) 

3253  Economic  Indicators  Commerce/FSPSO  adopts 
directive  providing  for  timely  compilation  and 
presched^ed  release  of  principal  statistics  of 
Federal  agencies 

3237  Trust  Examinations  Treastuy /Comp trailer 

clarifies  procedure  proposed  for  billing  and 
calculation  of  hourly  rate;  comments  by  2-23-81 

3408  Improving  Government  Regulations  EPA  issues 

semiannual  agenda  of  proposed  regulations  (Part  IX 
of  this  issue)  ^ 

.  3305  Privacy  Act  Document  Justice 

3310  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 

3350  Part  II,  Interior/WPRS  (2  documents) 

3361  Part  III,  Interior/FWS 

3364  Part  IV,  EPA 

3368  Part  V,  DOE/ERA 

3378  Part  VI,  ED  (2  documents) 

3394  Part  VII,  OMB 

3400  Part  VIII,  ED 

3408  Part  IX,  EPA 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

Cotton: 

3203  Classification,  futures  legislation;  bona  fide  spot 
cotton  market  removal;  Augusta,  Ga.;  order 
rescinded 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation;  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

RULES 

Authority  delegations  by  Secretary  and  General 
Officers: 

3203  General  Sales  Manager  Office;  merger  with 
Foreign  Agricultural  Service;  correction 

Army  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

3262  Science  Board 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

3306  Humanities  Panel 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

3251  Air  Horida,  Inc. 

3252  Sea  Airmotive  Kodiak-Bush  Points  Subpart  Q 
proceeding 

3310  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents] 

Commerce  Department 

See  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards  Office; 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board;  International  Trade 
Administration. 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 
NOTICES 

3310  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Comptroller  of  Currency 
PROPOSED  RULES 
National  banks: 

3237  Assessment  of  fees;  National  banks  and  District 
of  Columbia  banks  and  trust  companies; 
clarification 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission 
RULES 

3203  Bicycle  safety  requirements;  retroreflective  rims; 
correction 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

3262  Toxicological  Advisory  Board 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
RULES 

Petroleum  allocation  and  price  regulations: 

3268  Strategic  petroleum  reserve;  obtaining  crude  oil 
by  ex^ange  of  naval  petroleum  reserves  crude 
oil.  etc. 

NOTICES 

Decisions  and  orders: 

3268  Allegheny  Production  Co.,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

3270  Motor  gasoline  supplier  assignment  and  allocation 

base  period;  guidelines  for  new  bulk  purchasers; 
removed 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  etc.: 

3269  Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co. 

Education  Department 

RULES 

Bilingual  education  and  minority  language  affairs: 
3387  Cuban  and  Haitian  entrant  children  ^ucational 
services 

3378  Refugee  children  transition  program 

3205  Direct  grant  programs.  State-administered 
programs,  etc  (EDGAR);  annual  funding  priorities; 
selection  and  promulgation  procedures 

3207  Nomenclature  changes  and  technical  amendments; 
correction 

Postsecondary  education: 

3394  Graduate  and  professional  study  fellowships 

Special  education  and  rehabilitative  services: 

3206  Instructional  media  for  handicapped 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Postsecondary  education: 

3239  Graduate  and  professional  study  fellowships; 
cross  reference 
NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals,  closing  dates: 
3263  Arts  in  education  program;  correction 

3265  Educational  services  for  Cuban  and  Haitian 
entrant  children  program 

3263  Experimental  program  for  opportunities  in 
advanced  study  and  resear^  in  education 

3264  Refugee  children  transition  program 
Meetings: 

3262  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  National  Advisory 

Council 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Eranomic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Energy  Research  Office;  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

NOTICES 

Conduct  standards: 

3266  Post-employment  prohibition  waivers 
International  atomic  energy  agreements;  civil  uses; 
subsequent  arrangements: 

3267  Switzerland  and  European  Atomic  Energy’ 
Community  (3  documents) 


Defense  Department 

See  Army  department. 
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Energy  Research  Office 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

3272  Energy  Research  Advisory  Board 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
RULES 

3364  Environmental  effects  abroad  of  major  EPA  actions 
Hazardous  waste  programs.  State;  interim 
authorizations: 

3207  Oklahoma 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

3406  Regulatory  agenda 

NOTICES 
Meetings: 

3272  Science  Advisory  Board 

Federal  Communications  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Common  carrier  services: 

3250  Satellite  earth  stations,  domestic;  ownership  and 

operation;  Alaska  Bush  communities;  extension 
of  time 
NOTICES 

Common  carrier  services: 

3274  Terminal  equipment:  revised  depreciation  rates: 
AT&T  filing 

Hearings,  etc.: 

3275  ITT  World  Communications,  Inc.,  et  al. 

3272  Municipal  Broadcasting  System  (City  of  New 

York)  et  al. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Crop  insurance;  various  commodities; 

3229  Corn 

3221  Cotton 

3232  Dry  bean 

3224  Oat 

3223  Peanut 

3222  Rice 

3226  Soybean 

3236  Sweet  corn 

3233-  Tobacco  (3  documents] 

3235 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
NOTICES 

3310  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 
RULES 

Flood  insurance:  communities  eligible  for  sale; 

3212  Alabama  et  al. 

3214  California  et  al. 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

3311  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 

3250  Freedom  of  Information  Act  and  Government  in-the 
Sunshine  Act;  implementation;  proceeding 
terminated 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

Banc  One  Corp. 


3278  Cass  County  State  Co. 

3280  Deposit  Guaranty  Corp. 

3280  Finlayson  Bancshares,  Inc. 

3278  First  Bancorp,  Inc. 

3280  First  Bancorp  of  War,  Inc.;  correction 
3280-  First  Guthrie  Bancshares,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

3281 

3280  First  National  Bancshares,  Inc. 

3278  First  National  Financial  Corp.  of  Martinsville 
3278  Fischer  Corp. 

3278  Grant  County  State  Bancshares,  Inc. 

3281  Gulf  Coast  Bancshares,  Inc. 

3281  lowa-Grant  Bankshares,  Inc. 

3278  Merchants  Financial  Corp, 

3279  Merchants  International  Bank 

3281  Middle  Georgia  Corp. 

3279  National  Bank  of  Canada 

3279  Southern  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

Bank  holding  companies:  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

3276  Citicorp  et  al. 

3275  Industrial  National  Corp.  et  al. 

331 1  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards  Office 
NOTICES 

3253  Federal  economic  indicators,  principal;  compilation 
and  release;  directive 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

RULES 

Endangered  and  threatened  species: 

3361  Red  lechwe;  correction 

Fishing: 

3218  Salt  Plains  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Okla.,  et  al. 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

3254  Texas 

General  Services  Administration 

See  National  Archives  and  Records  Service. 

Health  and  Human  Services  Department 

See  also  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

3285  Women,  Rights  and  Responsibilities,  Secretary’s 

Advisory  Committee 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
3284  Intergovernmental  Affairs,  Deputy  Under 

Secretary 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Interior  Department 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Hearings  and  appeals  procedures: 

3242  Surface  coal  mining;  administrative  review  of 
decisions  under  permanent  regulatory  program 

Interior  Department 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service:  Hearings  and 
Appeals  Office.  Interior  Department;  Land 
Management  Bureau;  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement  Office;  Water  and  Power 
Resources  Service.  • 
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3258 

3254 

3255 

3256 
3261 

3300 

3301 

3301 

3302 
3305 

3304 

3304 

3305 

3216 

3289 

3287- 

3293 

3293 

3305 

3305 

3305 

3285 
3287 

3286 

3394 

3311 

3240 


International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Antidumping: 

Natural  menthol  from  China 
Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 
determinations: 

Footwear  from  India 

Leather  wearing  apparel  from  Colombia 

Leather  wearing  apparel  from  Mexico 

Optic  liquid  level  sensing  systems  from  Canada 

international  Trade  Commission 

NOTICES 

Import  investigations: 

Coin-operated  audio  visual  games  and 
advertisement  brochures 
Coin-operated  audio  visual  games  and 
components 

Food  slicers  and  components 
Iron-metal  castings  from  India 
Plastic  animal  identification  tags  from  New 
Zealand 

Video  matrix  display  systems,  large,  and 
components 

Wet  motor  circulating  pumps 

Wet  motor  circulating  pumps  and  components 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
'rules 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  &  Pacific  Railroad  Co.; 
track  use  by  various  railroads 
NOTICES 

Long  and  short  haul  applications  for  relief 
Motor  carriers: 

Permanent  authority  applications  (4  documents) 
Temporary  authority  applications 

Justice  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

Role  of  Courts  Council 

Predissemination  review  obligations;  guidelines  for 

litigation;  correction 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.: 

Colorado 

Resource  management  plans: 

California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Plan;  final 
plan  approval  and  availability 
Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 
New  Mexico 


3239  Technical  assistance  program 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

3282  Behavioral  Medicine  Study  Section  et  al. 
Meetings: 

3^2  Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee 

3283  Cancer  National  Advisory  Board 

3282  Communicative  Disorders  Review  Committee 

3283  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  National  Advisory 
Council 

3283  Neurological  Disorders  Program — Project  Review 

A  Committee 

3284  Neurological  Disorders  Program-r-Project  Review 

B  Committee 

3284  Population  Research  Committee 

3282  Research  Resources  National  Advisory  Council 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission ' 

NOTICES 

3311,  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

3312 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 

NOTICES 

3312  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Regulatory  CouncM 
NOTICES 

3309  Automobile  calendar;  publication  and  availability 

Securities  and  Exchange  Conmiission 

RULES 

3204  Proxy  materials  distribution  to  beneficial 
shareowners;  interpretive  release 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

3306  _  USAA  Mutual  Fund,  Inc.,  et  aL 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

3309  New  Yoric  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  et(L: 

3251  Waimanalo  Watershed,  Hawaii 

Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement 
Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Permanent  program  submission;  various  States: 
3238  Illinois 

3238  Utah 


Management  and  Budget  Office 
NOTICES 

Budget  rescissions  and  deferrals;  cumulative  report 

Merit  Systems  Protection  Board 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 


Treasury  Department 

See  also  Comptroller  of  Currency. 

NOTICES 

Class  asset  depreciation  range  guidelines: 

3309  Property  used  in  converting  wind  energy  to 

electricity  or  to  other  useful  forms;  study;  inquiry 


National  Archives  and  Records  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Records  management: 

Interagency  reports  management  program 


Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

d250  Acreage  limitation;  reclamation  rules  and 
regulations 
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NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 
3358  Acreage  limitation;  reclamation  provisions 
3287  Yuma  Division,  Colorado  River,  flood  control 
project,  Ariz. 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
3306  Humanities  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.,  1-29  and 

1- 30-81 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY  COMMISSION 
3262  Toxicological  Advisory  Board,  Bethesda,  Md.,  2-3 
and  2-4-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Army  Department — 

3262  Army  Science  Board,  Washington,  D.C.,  2-3  and 

2- 4-81 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT 

3262  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  National  Advisory  Council, 
Washington,  D.C.,  1-28  through  1-30-81 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

Energy  Research  Office — 

3272  Energy  Research  Advisory  Board,  Research  and 
Development  Panel,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  1-26-81 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
3272  Science  Advisory  Board,  Ecology  Committee, 
Marine  Ecosystem  Monitoring  Task  Group, 
Washington,  D.C.,  2-2  through  2-4-81 

HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES  DEPARTMENT 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

3282  Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee,  Bethesda, 
Md.,  2-23  and  2-24-81 

3283  Cancer  National  Advisory  Board,  Ad  Hoc 
Subcommittee,  Diet,  Nutrition,  and  Cancer 
Program,  Bethesda,  Md.,  1-29-81 

3282  Communicative  Disorders  Review  Committee, 
Rockville,  Md.,  2-27-81 

3283  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  National  Advisory  Council, 
2-5  through  2-7-81;  Manpower  and  Research 
Subcommittees,  2-4-81;  Bethesda,  Md. 

3283, .  Neurological  Disorders  Program,  Project  Review  A 

3284  Committee,  Marina  del  Rey,  Calif.,  2-14  through 

2- 16-81;  Project  Review  B  Committee,  Bethesda, 
Md.,  2-20  and  2-21-81  (2  documents) 

3284  Population  Research  Committee,  Bethesda,  Md., 

3- 12  and  3-13-81 

3282  Research  Resources  National  Advisory  Council, 
Bethesda,  Md.,  2-5  and  2-6-81 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

3285  Secretary's  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Women 
Advisory  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.,  2-27-81 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

3305  Role  of  Courts  Council,  Washington,  D.C.,  1-31-81 
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.CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


A  cumulative  list  of  the  parts  affected  this  month  can  be  found  in 
the  Reader  Aids  section  at  the  end  of  this  issue. 
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211 . 3368 

12  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

8  . 3237 

16  CFR 

1512 . 3203 
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241 . 3204 

30  CFR 
Proposed  Rules: 

913 .  3238 
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75 . 3205 
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538  . 3378 

539  . 3387 

649 .  3394 

Proposed  Rules: 

649 .  3239 

40  CFR 

6 . 3364 

123 . 3207 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 3408 

41  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

101-1 1  (2documents) . 3239, 

3240 


43  CFR 


Proposed  Rules: 

4 . 3242 

426 . 3250 

44  CFR 

64  (2  documents) . 3212, 

3214 
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Proposed  Rules: 

503 . 3250 
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Proposed  Rules: 
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1033 . 3216 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  eind  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2 

Revision  of  Delegation  of  Authority; 
Correction 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule:  correction. 


summary:  In  FR  Document  80-32745 
appearing  at  page  69405  in  Federal 
Register  of  October  21, 1980,  the 
reference  to  “(15)  thru  (27)”  was 
incorrectly  used.  The  reference  should 
read  “(16)  thru  (27)”  in  the  ninth  line  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  2.68.  The  purpose  of 
this  document  is  to  correct  that  error. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  E.  Soisson,  Personnel  Programs, 
Personnel  Division,  Foreign  Agric^tural 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250, 447-7073. 

(5  U.S.C.  301  of  Reorganization  Plan  #2  of 
1953) 

Issued  at  WashingtcHi,  D.C.  this  8th  day  of 
January  1981. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1300  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-10-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  27 

Cotton  Classification  Under  Cotton 
Futures  Legislation;  Action  To  Rescind 
Removal  of  Augusta,  Georgia,  From 
the  List  of  Bona  Fide  Spot  Cotton 
Markets 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 


summary:  a  notice  published  August  6, 
1979  (44  FR  45917)  deferred  the  effective 
date  for  the  removal  of  Augusta, 

Georgia,  from  the  list  of  bona  Hde  spot 
cotton  Markets  in  §  27.93  of  the 
Regulations  for  Cotton  Classification 
Under  Cotton  Futures  Legislation  (7  CFR 
Part  27)  from  August  1, 1979  to  August  1, 
1981.  This  two-year  deferral  provided 
additional  time  to  further  evaluate  the 
market  information  needs  in  the  state  of 
Georgia  and  to  allow  development  of  a 
responsive  program  to  meet  those  needs. 
During  this  interim  period  the  quotations 
functions  of  the  Augusta  market  were 
strengthened  to  the  extent  that  it  now 
meets  the  criteria  for  bona  fide  spot 
cottom  markets,  and  evaluation 
indicated  that  continuing  to  publish 
August  spot  market  quotations  would  be 
an  asset  to  the  cotton  market  news 
program.  The  action  to  remove  Augusta 
is  rescinded. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  13, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Loyd  Frazier,  Marketing  Services 
Branch,  Cotton  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250  (202/447-2147). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  U.S. 
Cotton  Futures  Act  (90  Stat.  1841-46;  7 
U.S.C.  15b)  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  designate  bona  fide  spot 
markets  which  may  be  used  to  establish 
settlement  differences  for  futures 
contracts.  The  previous  action  taken  to 
delete  Augusta  from  the  list  of 
designated  bona  fide  spot  markets  (42 
FR  56949)  was  based  upon  the  lack  of 
information  supporting  the  ability  of  the 
Augusta  market  to  meet  the  criteria  for 
8U(^  designation. 

Since  August  1979,  Augusta  spot 
quotations  have  been  strengthened  by 
additional  participation  of  members  of 
the  Augusta  Cotton  Exchange  who  were 
not  active  in  the  spot  cotton  quotations 
and  related  market  news  work  two 
years  ago.  This  has  improved  the  quality 
of  Augusta  quotations  by  increasing  the 
amount  of  market  information  with 
which  the  quotations  committee  has  to 
work.  Analysis  and  evaluation  have 
found  that  with  this  increased 
participation,  the  Augusta  market  meets 
the  criteria  for  designated  spot  markets. 
It  is  with  the  expectation  that  this  level 
of  participation  will  continue  that  the 
removal  order  is  rescinded.  USDA 
remains  responsible  for  the  validity  of 
all  designated  spot  cotton  quotations 
and  will  continue  to  monitor  ail  bona 


fide  spot  markets  to  determine  that  each 
continues  to  meet  the  criteria  for 
designation. 

USDA  views  the  continuation  of 
Augusta  as  a  designated  spot  cotton 
market  as  a  contribution  to  the  overall 
cotton  market  news  program  which 
serves  the  needs  of  the  state  of  Georgia. 

Note. — ^This  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary's  Memorandum  1955  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044,  and  has  been 
classified  “not  significant"  It  has  been 
determined  that  no  impact  would  result  as  (i) 
the  continuation  of  Augusta  as  a  designated 
spot  cotton  market  will  not  require  that  any 
new  or  additional  requirements  be  met  by 
members  of  the  private  sector  currently 
participating  in  the  spot  quotations  program: 
(ii)  the  cotton  market  information  published 
for  public  benefit  will  not  be  altered;  and  (iii) 
no  additional  procedures  will  be  required  of 
USDA  at  public  expense. 

§  27.93  [Amended] 

Accordingly,  §  27.93  of  the  regulations 
(7  CFR  27.93)  governing  cotton 
classification  under  cotton  futures 
legislation  will  continue  to  list  Augusta, 
Georgia  in  the  list  of  bona  fide  spot 
cotton  markets  and  the  prior 
determination  for  removal  of  Augusta, 
Georgia,  from  the  list,  effective  Agusut  1, 
1981,  is  rescinded. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
aerations. 

|FR  Do*.  81-1246  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

16  CFR  Part  1512 

Correction  of  Amendments  to  Bicycle 
Regulation;  Retroreflective  Rims 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

action:  Correction  of  final  amendment. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  two 
errors  that  appeared  in  the  document 
amending  the  Commission's  bicycle 
safety  regulation,  published  December 
16, 1980  (45  FR  82625).  The  first 
correction  adds  a  decimal  point  to  the 
metric  equivalent  of  an  English 
measurement.  The  second  correction 
replaces  an  incorrect  word  in  the  title  of 
a  table. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

§  1512.18  [Corrected] 

Section  1512.18(r)(3)(v)  is  corrected  to 
read:  (v)  The  abrader  shall  be  a  cup 
brush  having  bristles  that  are  0.005  in. 
(approx.  0.13  mm)  diameter  *  *  *. 

The  title  of  table  3  is  corrected  to 
read:  Table  3 — Minimum  acceptable 
values  for  the  quantity  A  defined  in  the 
retroreflective  tire  and  rim  test 
procedure. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ire  Doc.  81-1326  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  635S-01-M 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  241 
(Release  No.  34-17424] 

Interpretive  Release  Concerning 
Distribution  of  Proxy  Materials  to 
Beneficial  Shareowners 

agency:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

action:  Interpretation  of  rules. 

SUMMARY:  The  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  today  authorized  the 
Division  of  Corporation  Finance  (1)  to 
remind  issuers  of  their  obligations  with 
respect  to  the  distribution  of  proxy 
materials  to  the  beneficial  shareowners 
of  securities  held  in  the  name  of  a 
broker-dealer  (“street  name"),  bank  or 
other  nominee  and  the  distribution  of 
annual  reports  to  security  holders,  and 
(2)  to  remind  brokers  of  their  obligations 
to  respond  to  issuer  inquiries  concerning 
the  beneficial  owners  of  the  issuer's 
securities  and  to  forward  promptly 
proxy  and  other  material  to  such 
beneHcial  owners.  This  information  is 
being  published  because  of  serious 
concerns  regarding  compliance  with 
these  aspects  of  the  proxy  rules. 

DATE:  January  7, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gregory  H.  Mathews.  (202)  272-2589, 
Division  of  Corporation  Finance, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
September  1980,  the  Commission 
authorized  publication  of  the  Staff 
Report  on  Corporate  Accountability 
(“Staff  Report")  ‘  in  which  the  staff  of 
the  Division  of  Corporation  Finance 
addresses  a  number  of  issues  relating  to 


'  Division  of  Corporation  Finance,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission.  Printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Banking.  Housing  and  Urban 
Affairs,  !ieth  Cong.  2d  Sess.  (^ptemlatr  4. 1980). 


the  operation  of  Regulation  14A  (the 
“proxy  rules”),  including  the  process  by 
which  issuers  communicate  with 
beneficial  owners  of  securities 
registered  in  street  or  other  nominee 
name.  With  respect  to  the  dissemination 
of  proxy  materials  to  beneficial 
shareowners,  the  Staff  Report  found, 
among  other  things,  that  many  issues 
fail  to  comply  with  Rule  14a-3(d).* 

Rule  14a-3(d)  requires  that  if  an  issuer 
knows  that  voting  securities  are  held  of 
record  by  a  broker,  dealer,  bank,  voting 
trustee,  or  a  nominee  of  such  person,  the 
issuer  shall  inquire  of  such 
intermediaries  to  determine  whether 
other  persons  beneficially  own  such 
securities,  and,  if  so,  the  number  of 
copies  of  the  proxy,  annual  report  to 
security  holders  and  other  soliciting 
material  needed  by  the  intermediary  in 
order  to  supply  such  material  to  all 
beneficial  owners.  Customarily,  this 
inquiry  is  made  by  means  of  a  “search 
card.”  If  certain  of  the  issuer's  securities 
are  registered  in  the  name  of  a  clearing 
agency  or  depository,  the  inquiry  must 
initially  be  made  to  the  agency  or 
depository  and  thereafter  to  its 
participants  who  hold  securities  on 
behalf  of  beneficial  owners  ®  Issuers 
must  make  the  Rule  14a-3(d)  inquiry  at 
least  ten  days  before  the  record  date  for 
the  meeting  of  security  holders.^ 

As  noted  earlier,  it  has  come  to  the 
Division's  attention  that  many  issuers 
are  not  making  the  inquiry  required  by 
Rule  14a-3(d),  Nearly  30  percent  of  all 
equity  securities  are  not  registered  in 
street  or  other  nominee  name,®  and  it  is 
expected  that  such  registration  will 
continue  to  grow.  The  efficacy  of  street 
and  other  nominee  registration  is 
beyond  dispute.  However,  any  practice 
which  may  delay  or  prevent  receipt  of 
proxy  materials  by  beneficial 
shareowners  is  inconsistent  with 
Section  14(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 


*  Adoption  of  Rule  14a-3(d)  was  announced  in 
Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11617  (August 
25. 1975),  40  FR  42219.  Amendments  of  Rule  14a-3(d) 
were  announced  in  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release 
No.  13719  (July  5. 1977),  42  FR  35953. 

’Securities  Exchange  Act  Rule  17Ad-8  requires 
registenrd  clearing  agencies  to  provide  issuers,  upon 
request,  with  a  list  of  their  participants'  respective 
positions  in  the  issuer's  securities.  See  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  16443  (December  20. 
1979),  44  FR  76774. 

‘Rather  than  waiting  until  ten  days  before  the 
record  date  to  commence  the  inquiry,  issuers  arc 
urged  in  a  proxy  solicitation  manual  jointly 
prepared  by  the  American  Society  of  Corporate 
Secretaries,  the  New  York  Stuck  Exchange, 
American  Stock  Exchange,  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers  and  the  Securities  Industry 
Association,  to  inquire  “as  far  in  advance  of  the 
record  date  as  possible."  Manual  for  Proxy 
Solicitation  of  Stock  in  Broker.  Bank  and  Other 
Nominee  Name  1  (1978). 

®  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  197S 
Sliareotvnership  20  (1975). 


Act  of  1934  (“Exchange  Act"),  which  is 
designed  to  assure  fair  corporate 
suffrage.®  The  Division,  therefore, 
remipds  issuers  of  their  obligation  to 
make  the  inquiry  required  by  Rule  14a- 
3(d). 

Rule  14a-3(d)  not  only  assures  that 
issuers  make  timely  distribution  of 
proxy  material  to  all  beneficial 
shareholders,  but  also  assists  issuers  in 
obtaining  necessary  quorums  and  votes. 
As  a  practical  matter,  non-compliance 
with  Rule  14a-3(d)  can  make  it 
impossible  for  broker-dealers  to  vote  the 
uninstructed  proxies  of  their  customers 
pursuant  to  the  rules  of  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  ^  and  the  American 
Stock  Exchange.®  Ultimately,  it  may  be 
difficult  or  impossible  to  obtain  a 
quorum  for  the  meeting  of  security 
holders  or  to  generate  the  votes  needed 
to  act  on  important  matters  to  be 
considered  at  the  meeting  if  beneficial 
owners  do  not  receive  proxy  materials. 

A  companion  rulp  to  Rule  14a-3(d)  is 
Rule  14b-l,  which  requires  a  broker 
registered  pursuant  to  Section  15  of  the 
Exchange  Act,  to  “(a)  respond  to  an 
inquiry  made  in  accordance  with  Rule 
14a-3(d)  *  *  *  by  promptly  indicating,  by 
means  of  a  search  card  or  otherwise,  the 
approximate  number  of  its  customers 
who  are  beneficial  owners  of  the 
issuer's  securities  *  *  *,  and  (b)  upon 
receipt  of  the  proxy,  other  proxy 
soliciting  material,  and/or  annual  report 
to  security  holders  and  of  assurance  that 
its  reasonable  expenses  shall  be  paid  by 
the  issuer,  forward  such  materials 
promptly  to  such  customers.”  ® 
Accordingly,  the  Division  reminds 
brokers  of  their  obligations  pursuant  to 
this  rule  quickly  to  respond  to  issuers' 
search  cards  and  to  send  out  proxy  and 
other  materials. 

The  Division  also  reminds  issuers  of 
their  obligation  to  comply  with  Rule 
14a-3(b).  Rule  14a-3(b)  provides  that 
when  an  issuer's  solicitation  relates  to  a 
meeting  at  which  directors  are  to  be 
elected,  the  proxy  statement  furnished 
to  shareholders  must  be  accompanied  or 
preceded  by  an  annual  report  to  security 
holders.  The  staff  has  received 
information  indicating  that  in  some 
instances  annual  reports  have  been 
furnished  to  beneficial  owners  after  the 
proxy  statement  has  been  distributed.  In 
view  of  the  requirement  of  the  rule,  the 
Division  notes  that  it  is  inappropriate  for 
issuers  to  mail  proxy  statements  to 


«  I  I.R.  No.  1383.  73d  Cong.  2d  Sess.  13  (19,34). 

’  Rule  452  CCH  New  York  Stock  Exchange  Guide 
t  2452. 

*  Ride  756  CCH  American  Stock  Exchange  Guide 
19528. 

*  Adoption  of  Rule  14b-l  was  announced  in 
Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  13719  (July  5. 
1977).  42  FR  35953. 
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security  holders  prior  to  mailing  annual 
reports. 

The  staff  will  continue  to  monitor  the 
operation  of  Rule  14a-3(d}  and  Rule  14a- 
3(b]  and,  if  necessary,  will  make  further 
recommendations,  including 
enforcement  recommendations  where 
appropriate,  to  the  Commission  as 
necessary  in  order  to  achieve  the 
purposes  for  which  these  rules  were 
adopted. 

Accordingly.  17  CFR  Part  241  is 
amended  by  adding  this  release  thareto. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

January  7, 1981. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1244  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

34  CFR  Part  75 

Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR); 
Annual  Funding  Priorities 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  These  final  regulations 
formalize  the  procedures  for  the 
selection  and  promulgation  of  annual 
funding  priorities  for  Department  of 
Education  programs.  The  regulations 
will  provide  concerned  parties  with  a 
common  vocabulary  and  inform 
applicants  about  current  procedures. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  Hnal  regulations 
are  expected  to  take  effect  forty-five 
days  after  they  are  transmitted  to  the 
Congress.  Regulations  are  usually 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  several  days 
before  they  are  published  in  the  Feder^ 
Register.  The  effective  date  is  changed  if 
the  Congress  takes  certain 
adjournments.  If  you  want  to  know  the 
effective  date  of  these  regulati'ins,  call 
or  write  the  Department  of  Education 
contact  person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  Depew,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Division  of  Regulations 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Room  2134  FOB-6, 400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone:  (202)  245-7091. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
variety  of  procedures  are  currently  used 
in  the  Department  of  Education  to  set  or 
implement  annual  program  priorities. 
Annual  priorities  are  announcements 
that  a  program  will,  for  one  fiscal  year, 
investigate  certain  topics,  serve  certain 
populations,  or  otherwise  focus  the 
program.  The  program  may  accomplish 


this  objective  by  inviting  applications 
that  meet  a  priority  or  by  using  some  or 
all  of  its  appropriations  in  a  fiscal  year 
to  fund  applications  that  meet  a  priority. 
Some  program  regulations  list  a  variety 
or  “menu”  of  possible  priorities  and 
state  that  the  Secretary  may  choose  one 
or  more  from  the  list  each  year.  In  other 
cases,  priorities  are  established  on  a 
case-by-case  basis.  This  regulation  lists 
the  implementation  techniques  that  may 
be  used  to  establish  priorities  in  the 
Department  of  Education.  Placing  this 
list  of  techniques  in  EDGAR  will  give 
applicants,  staff  offices,  and  program 
officials  a  common  vocabulary  and 
inform  applicants  about  current 
procedures. 

This  rule  also  codifies  the 
Department's  position  on  the  occasions 
when  priorities  must  be  published  for 
public  comment.  Although  many 
program  offices  find  that  their  priority 
announcements  generate  little 
controversy,  it  is  expected  that 
increased  use  of  priorities  will  generate 
greater  public  interest  in  them.  Three 
exceptions  to  publication  of  proposed 
annual  priorities  for  public  comment  are 
listed  in  the  regulations. 

Currently,  the  Secretary  annoimccs 
competitions  for  program  funds  through 
an  application  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  This  notice  provides 
information  about  each  program 
competition.  Under  the  procedures 
established  by  this  amendment  to 
EDGAR,  proposed  priorities  will 
generally  be  published  for  public 
comment  a  few  months  before 
publication  of  a  program's  application 
notice.  Final  priorities  will  usually  be 
published  in  the  program's  annual 
application  notice.  Annual  priorities 
included  within  the  three  exceptions  to 
public  comment  procedures  will  only  be 
published  in  the  application  notice. 

Publication  of  these  regulations  for 
public  comment  is  unnecessary.  They 
are  procedural  and  do  not  authorize  any 
administrative  actions  not  possible  now. 

A  citation  of  statutory  or  other  legal 
authority  is  placed  in  parentheses  after 
each  substantive  provision  of  these 
regulations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  not  applicable) 

Dated:  )anuary  9, 1981. 

Shirley  M.  ilufstedler. 

Secretary  of  Education. 

The  Secretary  amends  part  75  of  Title 
34  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  75.101(a)  is  amended  by 
striking  the  word  "and”  following 
paragraph  (9),  redesignating  paragraph 
(10)  as  paragraph  (11),  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (10),  to  read  as  follows: 


§  75.101  Information  in  the  application 
notice  that  helps  an  applicant  apply. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(10)  Any  priorities  established  by  the 
Secretary  for  the  program  for  that  year 
and  the  method  the  Secretary  will  use  to 
implement  the  priorities  (Cross- 
reference:  See  §  75.105  Annual 
priorities);  and 

(11)  *  *  * 

***** 

2.  A  new  §  75.105  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  75.105  Annual  priorities. 

(a)  What  programs  are  covered  by 
this  section? ThAs  section  applies  to  any 
program  for  which  the  secretary 
establishes  priorities  for  selection  of 
applications  in  a  particular  fiscal  year. 

(b)  How  does  the  Secretary  establish 
annual  priorities? 

(1)  The  Secretary  establishes  final 
annual  priorities  by  publishing  the 
priorities  in  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  usually  in  the  application 
notice  for  that  program. 

(2)  The  Secretary  publishes  proposed' 
annual  priorities  for  public  comment, 
unless — 

(i)  The  final  annual  priorities  will  be 
implemented  only  by  inviting 
applications  that  meet  the  priorities 
(Cross-reference:  See  34  CFR 

§  75.105(c)(1)): 

(ii)  The  final  annual  priorities  are 
chosen  from  a  list  of  priorities  already 
established  in  the  program's  regulations; 
or 

(iii)  Publishing  proposed  annual 
priorities  would  seriously  interfere  with 
an  orderly,  responsible  grant  award 
process  or  would  otherwise  be 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  or  contrary 
to  the  public  interest. 

(c)  IIow  docs  the  Secretary  implement 
an  annual  priority? 

The  Secretary  may  choose  one  or 
more  of  the  following  methods  to 
implement  an  annual  priority: 

(1)  Invitations.  The  Secretary  may 
simply  invite  applications  that  meet  a 
priority.  If  the  ^cetary  chooses  this 
method,  an  application  that  meets  the 
priority  receives  no  competitive  or 
absolute  preference  over  applications 
that  do  not  meet  the  priority. 

(2)  Competitive  preference.  The 
Secretary  may  give  one  of  the  following 
kinds  of  competitive  preference  to 
applications  that  meet  a  priority. 

(i)  If  a  program  uses  w'eightcd 
selection  criteria,  the  Secretary  may 
award  selection  points  to  an  application 
that  meets  the  priority.  These  points  arc 
in  addition  to  any  points  the  applicant 
earns  under  the  selection  criteria  (see 
§  75.200(b)).  The  notice  states  the 
number  of  additional  points  that  the 
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Secretary  will  award  to  applications 
that  meet  the  priority  in  a  particularly 
effective  way. 

(ii)  The  Secretary  may  select  an 
application  that  meets  a  priority  over  an 
application  of  comparable  merit  that 
does  not  meet  the  priority. 

(3)  Absolute  preference.  The  Secretary 
may  give  an  absolute  preference  to 
applications  that  meet  a  priority  for  a 
program.  The  Secretary  establishes  an 
absolute  preference  by  reserving  all  or 
part  of  a  program’s  funds  solely  for 
applications  that  meet  the  priority.  The 
Secretary  may  establish  the  amoimt 
reserved  for  applications  that  meet  the 
priority  either — 

(i)  In  the  application  notice;  or 

(ii)  After  determining  the  number  of 
high  quality  applications  received. 

(20  U.S.C.  3474) 

|FR  Doc.  81-1189  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  4000-01-M 


Office  of  Special  Education  and 
Rehabilitative  Services 

34  CFR  Part  332 

Instructional  Media  for  the 
Handicapped 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
ACTION:  Final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  of  Education 
issues  final  regulations  governing  the 
selection  criteria  for  Educational  Media 
Research,  Production,  Distribution,  and 
Training  Grants  under  the  Instructional 
Media  for  the  Handicapped  Program 
authorized  by  Part  F  of  the  Education  for 
the  Handicapped  Act.  This  criteria  will 
govern  grants  that  promote  the 
educational  advancement  of 
handicapped  persons  through  the  use  of 
media. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  regulations  are 
expected  to  take  effect  45  days  after 
they  are  transmitted  to  Congress.  They 
are  transmitted  to  Congress  several 
days  before  they  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  effective  date  is 
changed  by  statute  if  Congress  takes 
certain  adjournments.  If  you  want  to 
know  the  effective  date  of  these 
regulations,  call  or  write  the  Department 
of  Education  contact  person. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malcolm  ).  Norwood,  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W. 
(Room  4821,  Donohoe  Building), 
Washington,  D.C.  20202,  telephone  (202) 
472-4640. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

August  5, 1980,  the  Secretary  of 


Education  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (45  FR  52132-52133)  final 
regulations  governing  the  Educational 
Media  Research,  Production, 

Distribution,  and  Training  Program. 

Those  regulations,  published  as  45  CFR 
Part  121q,  contained  final  selection 
criteria  applicable  to  fiscal  year  1980 
awards  only.  On  that  same  date,  the 
Secretary  published  a  proposed 
regulation  which  would  establish 
selection  criteria  for  the  program  for 
fiscal  year  1981  and  subsequent  fiscal 
years  (45  FR  52136-52137).  Interested 
persons  were  given  60  days  to  comment 
on  the  proposed  regulation.  No 
comments  were  received. 

This  final  regulation  contains  no 
changes  from  the  proposed  selection 
criteria.  These  final  weighted  selection 
criteria  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Educaton  Division  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 
and  require  that  applications  be 
evaluated  on  the  basis  of  point  scores. 

Please  not  that  on  November  21, 1980, 
the  Secretary  of  Education  published  a 
final  regulation  in  the  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  77368-77370)  which  redesignated, 
and  transferred  the  former  45  CFR  Part 
121q  (which  governed  the  Educational 
Media  Research,  Production, 
Distribution,  and  Training  Program)  to 
Title  34  of  the  CFR  as  the  new  Part  332. 
This  change  reflects  no  substantive 
change  in  the  regulations  governing  the 
program. 

Applicable  Regulations 

The  Educational  Media  Research, 
Production,  Distribution  and  Training 
Program  is  subject  to  the  following 
regulations: 

(1)  EDGAR  Direct  Project  Grant  and 
Contract  Programs  regulations  (34  CFR 
Part  75); 

(2)  EDGAR  General  Regulations  (34 
era  Part  77);  and 

(3)  The  applicable  program 
regulations  (34  CFR  Part  332). 

In  addition  to  the  final  regulation 
contained  in  this  document,  final 
regulations  governing  this  program  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  5, 1980  (45  FR  52132-52133), 

Citation  of  Legal  Authority 

The  reader  will  find  a  citation  of 
statutory  or  other  legal  authority  in 
parentheses  on  the  line  following  each 
substantive  provision. 

Dated:  January  9. 1981. 

Shiriey  M.  Hufstedler, 

Secretary  of  Education. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
84.026,  Instructional  Media  Services  for  the 
Handicapped] 

The  Secretary  amends  Title  34  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Part  332  by 
revising  §  332.32  to  read  as  follows: 

***** 

§  332.32  What  selection  criteria  does  the 
Secretary  use? 

(a)  Plan  of  Operation.  (25  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  plan  of  operation  for 
the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  High  quality  in  the  design  of  the 
project; 

(ii)  An  effective  plan  of  management 
that  insures  proper  and  efficient 
administration  of  the  project; 

(iii)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
objectives  of  the  project  relate  to  the 
purpose  of  the  program; 

(iv)  The  way  the  applicant  plans  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective; 

(v)  A  clear  description  of  how  the 
applicant  will  provide  equal  access  and 
treatment  for  eligible  project 
participants  who  are  members  of  groups 
that  have  been  traditionally  under 
represented,  such  as — 

(A)  Handicapped  persons; 

(B)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 

(C)  Women;  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(b)  Quality  of  key  personnel.  (20 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  key  personnel  the 
applicant  plans  to  use  on  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(1)  The  qualifications  of  the  project 
director  (if  one  is  to  be  used); 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  in  the 
project; 

(iii)  The  time  that  each  person 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (b)(2)  (i)  and 
(ii)  of  this  section  plans  to  commit  to  the 
project;  and 

(iv)  The  extent  to  which  the  applicant, 
as  part  of  its  nondiscriminatory 
employment  practices,  encourages 
applications  for  emplojrment  from 
persons  who  are  members  of  groups  that 
have  been  traditionally  under 
represented,  such  as — 

(A)  Handicapped  persons; 

(B)  Members  of  racial  or  ethnic 
minority  groups; 
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(C)  Women:  and 

(D)  The  elderly. 

(3)  To  determine  the  qualifications  of 
a  person,  the  Secretary  considers 
evidence  of  past  experience  and 
training,  in  fields  related  to  the 
objectives  of  the  project,  as  well  as 
other  information  that  the  applicant 
provides. 

(c)  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (15 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  project  has  an  adequate  budget 
and  is  cost  effective. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  budget  for  the  project  is 
adequate  to  support  the  project 
activities;  and 

(ii)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project. 

(d)  Evaluation  plan.  (5  points] 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  evaluation  plan  for  the 
project.  (See  34  CFR  75.590 — Evaluation 
by  the  grantee.) 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  methods  of 
evaluation  that  are  appropriate  for  the 
project  and,  to  the  extent  possible,  are 
objective  and  produce  data  that  are 
quantifiable. 

(e)  Adequacy  of  resources.  (10  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
that  the  applicant  plans  to  devote 
adequate  resources  for  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  facilities  that  the  applicant 
plans  to  use  are  adequate;  and 

(ii)  The  equipment  and  supplies  that 
the  applicant  plans  to  use  are  adequate. 

(f)  Need.  (20  points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  need  for  the  project. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  need  for  the  proposed  activity 
with  respect  to  the  handicapping 
condition  served  or  to  be  served  by  the 
applicant; 

(ii)  The  potential  for  using  the  results 
ih  other  projects  or  programs. 

(g)  Marketing  and  dissemination.  (5 
points) 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
adequate  provisions  for  marketing  or 
disseminating  results. 

(2)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows — 

(i)  The  provisions  for  marketing  or 


otherwise  disseminating  the  results  of 
the  project;  and 

(ii)  Provisions  for  making  materials 
and  techniques  available  to  the 
populations  for  whom  the  project  would 
be  useful. 

(20  U.S.C.  1451, 1452) 

|FR  Doc.  81-1337  Filed  1-13-81;  &45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4000-01-M 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
34  CFR  Part  408 

Correction  Notice;  Nomenclature  and 
Technical  Amendments 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
ACTION:  Correction  of  final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  an 
error  in  the  final  regulations  making 
nomenclature  and  technical 
amendments  published  at  45  FR  862% 
(December  30, 1980).  The  nomenclature 
and  technical  amendments  made 
changes  in  the  regulations  transferred  to 
Title  34  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  by  the  Department  of 
Education. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  December  30, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

A.  Neal  Shedd,  Director,  Division  of 
Regulations  Management,  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Room  2129,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202.  Telephone;  (202)  245-7091. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  An  error 
was  made  in  item  number  69  (45  FR 
86301)  of  the  nomenclature  and 
technical  amendments  published  on 
December  30, 1980.  The  sections 
transferred  to  34  CFR  Part  408  were 
incorrectly  identified.  This  notice  is 
published  to  correctly  list  the  sections 
transferred  to  Part  408. 

PART  408-COMiyilSSIONER’S 
DISCRETIONARY  PROGRAMS  OF 
VOCATIONAL  EDUCATION 

The  sections  in  former  45  CFR  Part  105 
which  were  redesignated  as  34  CFR  Part 
408  are  renumbered  as  follows: 

Old  Sections 

105.1- 105.506  (Appendices  A,  B) 

New  Sections 

408.1- 408.506  (Appendices  A.  B) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
Not  applicable) 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Steward  A.  Baker, 

Deputy  General  Counsel  for  Legislation  and 
Regulations. 

|FR  Doc.  81-118U  Filed  1-13-61: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4000-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  123 

[SWH-FRL  1724-81- 

Oklahoma:  Phase  I  Interim 
Authorization  of  the  State  Hazardous 
Waste  Management  Program 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  6. 

ACTION:  Approval  of  a  State  program. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  the  notice  is 
to  grant  Phase  I  Interim  Authorization  to 
the  State  of  Oklahoma  for  its  hazardous 
waste  management  program. 

In  the  May  19, 1980,  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  33063),  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  promulgated 
regulations,  pursuant  to  Subtitle  C  of  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  of  1976  (RCRA),  to  protect  human 
health  and  the  environment  fit>m  the 
improper  management  of  hazardous 
wastes.  Included  in  these  regulations, 
which  became  effective  6  months  after 
promulgation,  were  provisions  for  a 
transitional  stage  in  which  states  could 
be  granted  interim  program 
authorization.  The  interim  authorization 
program  will  be  implemented  in  two 
phases  corresponding  to  the  two  stages 
in  which  an  underlying  Federal  program 
will  take  effect. 

On  October  17, 1980,  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  applied  to  EPA  for  Phase  I 
jnterim  authorization  of  its  hazardous 
waste  management  program.  On 
October  23, 1980,  EPA  issued  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  70287)  a  notice 
of  the  public  comment  period  on  the 
State’s  application.  An  additional  30  day 
comment  period  was  noticed  by  Region 
6  in  the  F^eral  Register  on  November 
20, 1980  (45  FR  76715)  to  solicit 
comments  on  additional  material 
received  in  connection  with  the  State's 
application.  All  comments  received 
during  these  comment  periods  have 
been  noted  and  considered,  as  discussed 
below. 

The  State  of  Oklahoma  is  hereby 
granted  interim  authorization  to  operate 
the  RCRA  Subtitle  C  hazardous  waste 
management  program  in  accordance 
with  section  3006  (c)  of  RCRA  and 
implementing  regulations  found  in  40 
CIR  Part  123  Subpart  F. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Don  Walker,  Solid  Waste  Branch,  U.S. 
EPA,  Region  6, 1201  Elm  Street,  Dallas, 
Texas  75270  (214)  767-2645. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  25, 1980,  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
submitted  to  EPA  its  draft  application 
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for  Phase  I  Interim  Authorization  under 
RCRA.  This  draft  application  reflected  a 
hazardous  waste  management  program 
which  was  operated  by  the  State  for 
four  years  before  the  RCRA  regulations 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
During  our  review  of  the  Oklahoma 
draft  application,  we  realized  that  the 
number  of  problems  identibed  in  the 
Oklahoma  draft  application  resulted 
from  the  fact  that  the  State’s  program 
predated  the  RCRA  regulatory  scheme 
for  hazardous  waste  management  and 
represented  a  different  approach  toward 
regulating  this  problem.  I^A  wishes  to 
commend  the  State  of  Oklahoma  for  the 
effort  expended  on  its  final  application 
and  the  cooperative  spirit  with  which  it 
worked  with  EPA  to  reshape  its  program 
into  one  which  is  substantially 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  Program. 
Through  this  effort  and  the  spirit  of 
cooperation,  Oklahoma  has  made  a 
signiffcant  State  contribution  to  the 
realization  of  an  effective  national 
hazardous  waste  management  program. 

In  our  comments  on  the  Oklahoma 
draft  application,  we  identified  major 
problems  within  each  of  the  major 
components  of  the  State’s  application. 

We  indicated  that  the  Program 
Description  lacked  sufficient 
information  to  demonstrate:  (1) 

Adequacy  of  existing  resources  to  meet 
the  staffing  requirements  for  the  State 
program  as  established  in  EPA’s  “RCRA 
State  Authorization  Guidance  Manual’’ 
(RCRA  Guidance);  (2)  Formal 
enforcement  procedures  to  be  followed 
for  violations  of  State  program 
requirements  which  satisfy  the 
standards  established  in  ffie  RCRA 
Guidance;  and  (3)  Compliance 
monitoring  schedules  and  protocols 
which  meet  the  standards  of  the  RCRA 
Guidance. 

Our  comments  pointed  out  diat  the 
Oklahoma  regulations,  deHning  the 
scope  of  their  hazardous  waste- 
management  program,  were  not 
substantially  equivalent  to  the  Federal 
regulations  in  the  following  areas:  (1) 
Control  over  a  universe  of  hazardous 
waste  nearly  identical  to  40  CFR  Part 
261;  (2)  Control  over  generator, 
transporter  and  manifest  requirements 
substantially  equivalent  to  40  CFR  Parts 
262  and  263;  and  (3)  Standards  for 
treatment,  storage  and  disposal  facilities 
which  were  substantially  equivalent  in 
scope  and  application  to  these  in  40  CFR 
Part  265. 

'The  Attorney  General’s  Statement 
(AG’s  Statement)  did  not  provide 
information  sufficient  to  certify  that  the 
laws  and  regulations  of  the  Oklahoma 
program  met  the  requirements  of  40  CFR 
Part  123,  Subpart  F  in  the  areas  of:  (1) 


Universe  of  hazardous  wastes;  (2) 
Standards  for  generators,  transporters 
and  manifesting  of  hazardous  wastes; 

(3)  Standards  for  treatment,  storage  and 
disposal  of  hazardous  wastes;  (4) 
Authority  for  inspections  to  insure 
compliance  with  State  Program 
requirements;  (5)  Public  participation  in 
the  enforcement  process;  and  (6) 

Authority  to  share  State  program 
information  with  EPA  without 
restriction. 

The  Memorandum  of  Agreement 
(MOA)  submitted  with  the  Oklahoma 
draft  application  did  not  meet  the 
requirements  established  in  the  Region  6 
Model  MOA.  The  Oklahoma  draft  MOA 
did  not  provide:  (1)  Appropriate  State 
enforcement  procedures;  (2)  Acceptable 
criteria  for  determining  major  facilities; 

(3)  Access  without  restriction  by  EPA  to 
State  program  information;  and  (4) 
Unlimited  ability  by  EPA  to  respond  to 
imminent  hazards. 

The  Authorization  Plan  did  not  meet 
the  requirements  of  40  CFR  123.125.  For 
Phase  I,  EPA  required  the  State  to 
amend  its  statutory  postclosure  bonding 
period  to  equal  that  of  the  Federal 
program.  In  addition  it  did  not  detail  the 
statutory  and  regulatory  changes  which 
the  State  must  make  to  qualify  for  Phase 
II  and  Final  Authorization.  Schedules  for 
drafting,  introducing  and  publishing 
proposed  legislative  and  regulatory 
changes  were  not  included.  In  addition, 
the  plan  failed  to  include  a  projection  of 
resources  which  would  be  available  and 
a  plan  for  obtaining  those  necessary  to 
meet  the  requirements  for  Phase  II  and 
Final  Authorization. 

On  October  17, 1980,  Oklahoma 
submitted  to  me  its  final  application  for 
Phase  I  Interim  Authorization.  In 
response  to  EPA’s  comments  on  the 
draft  application,  the  State  Agency 
proposed  extensive  amendments  to  its 
existing  regulations.  These  amendments 
were  passed  by  the  Oklahoma  Board  of 
Health  as  emergency  regulations  on 
October  9, 1980,  and  became  effective 
on  October  30, 1980.  In  the  State’s 
application  they  have  provided  a 
schedule  for  converting  these  emergency 
regulations  into  final  regulations 
following  applicable  State  procedural 
requirements.  If  the  emergency 
regulations  are  not  finally  adopted 
before  they  expire,  the  State  agrees,  in 
the  Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA) 
to  voluntarily  return  the  program  to 
EPA. 

The  regulations  included  in  the 
Oklahoma  final  application  eliminated 
all  problems  raised  in  EPA  comments  on 
the  regulations  and  the  Attorney 
General’s  Statement  included  in  the 
drafts.  The  Oklahoma  regulatory  scheme 
is  now  substantially  equivalent  to  the 


Federal  Program  for  Phase  I  and  this  has 
been  clarified  and  certified  in  the  final 
AG’s  Statement.  Consequently,  there  is 
no  longer  any  question  of  the  substantial 
equivalence  of  Oklahoma’s  control  over 
the  universe  of  hazardous  wastes, 
generator  and  trainsporter  requirements, 
the  operation  of  the  manifest  system, 
and  the  immediate  enforceability  of 
interim  status  standards  equivalent  in 
scope  to  the  Federal  standards  for 
treatment,  storage  and  disposal 
facilities. 

In  addition,  the  AG’s  Statement 
resolved  all  problems  concerning  public 
participation  in  the  State’s  enforcement 
process  and  the  authority  of  the  State  to 
share  its  program  information  with  EPA 
without  restriction.  Assurances  were 
given  by  the  AG  that  the  State  program 
would  comply  with  Federal 
requirements  by  receiving  and 
responding  to  citizen  complaints,  by  not 
opposing  permissive  intervention,  and 
by  publishing  notice  of  proposed 
settlements  of  State  enforcement  actions 
and  permitting  a  30  day  public  comment 
period  on  the  terms  of  the  settlements. 
The  AG  also  certified  to  EPA’s 
satisfaction  that  new  regulations 
provided  unlimited  access  by  EPA  to 
State  program  information. 

The  MOA  submitted  with  Oklahoma’s 
final  application  incorporated  the 
required  provisions  of  the  Region  6 
model  MOA.  The  major  problems 
identified  in  the  draft  MOA  were 
thereby  resolved. 

The  Authorization  Plan  submitted  in 
the  Oklahoma  final  application  also 
imderwent  substantial  revision.  These 
revisions  covered  details  for  state 
regulatory  and  legislative  changes 
necessary  for  Phase  II  and  Final 
Authorization.  The  revisions  also 
covered  a  plan  to  seek  legislative 
amendment  of  the  State  post-closure 
monitoring  statute  to  be  equivalent  to 
.  the  Federal  program  requirement.  This 
revision  is  to  occur  before  the  effective 
date  of  the  EPA  Phase  I  requirement. 
EPA,  through  its  oversight  of  State 
program  commitments,  will  monitor  to 
insure  that  this  program  change  occurs 
.  and  becomes  effective  by  the  same  time 
as  its  federal  counterpart.  Necessary 
information  on  resource  projections  and 
future  budget  submissions  were  also 
included  in  the  revised  Authorization  * 
Plan.  With  the  addition  of  these  new 
materials,  questions  on  the  sufficiency 
of  the  State’s  Authorization  Plan  were 
resolved. 

While  the  Program  Description, 
included  as  part  of  the  Oklahoma  final 
application  contained  considerable  new 
information,  it  was  still  found  deficient 
in  the  areas  of  adequate  resources, 
formal  enforcement  procedures,  and 
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compliance  monitoring  inspection 
authority  and  procedures.  On  November 
20, 1980,  a  notice  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  announcing  that 
Oklahoma  had  submitted  amendments 
to  its  final  application,  the  substance  of 
which  addressed  the  deficiencies  in  the 
State’s  Program  Desdtiption  included  in 
its  final  application.  These  amendments 
were  considered  substantial  additions  to 
the  final  application  and  the  notice 
provided  for  an  additional  30  day  public 
comment  period  to  give  the  public  ample 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  new 
material. 

The  amendments  to  the  Program 
Description  submitted  by  the  State 
resolved  all  remaining  deficiencies  in 
the  Oklahoma  final  application.  New 
material  demonstrated  that  the  State  did 
meet  the  resource  requirements 
established  in  the  RCRA  Guidance  and 
provided  a  schedule  to  insure  that 
allocated,  but  vacant  staff  positions 
would  be  filled  by  the  time  the  State  is 
authorized.  A  revised  description  of 
formal  procedures  to  be  followed  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  State  program 
requirements  provided  the  necessary 
detail  to  insure  that  the  State  would 
meet  the  RCRA  Guidance  standards  for 
program  enforcement.  Authority  to 
perform  inspections,  procedures  and 
schedules  for  compliance  monitoring 
were  described  in  a  manner  which 
satisfied  Federal  program  requirements. 
These  amendments  completed  the 
process  through  which  Oklahoma 
reshaped  its  hazardous  waste 
management  program,  in  its  final 
application,  into  one  which  could  be 
found  to  be  substantially  equivalent  to 
the  Federal  Program. 

Because  the  Oklahoma  final 
application,  as  amended,  now  meets  all 
the  requirements  established  imder 
RCRA  Section  3006  and  40  CFR,  123 
Subpart  F,  we  find  that  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  should  be  granted  Phase  I 
Interim  Authorization  to  operate  its 
hazardous  waste  managment  program  in 
lieu  of  the  Federal  program  in  the  State. 

Responsiveness  Summary 

On  October  23, 1980,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  which 
invited  public  comment  on  Ae 
Oklahoma  Application  for  Phase  I 
Interim  Authorization  of  the  State’s 
hazardous  waste  management  program 
at  a  public  hearing-to  be  conducted  by 
Region  6  on  November  25, 1980,  in 
Oldahoma  City,  Oklahoma.  The  notice 
also  invited  written  comments  on  the 
Oklahoma  application  if  received  in 
Region  6  by  December  2, 1980.  After  this 
notice  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register, 
EPA  received  amendments  to  the 
application  fitim  the  State.  In  order  to 


provide  an  opportimity  for  public 
comment  on  these  amendments,  a 
second  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  20, 1980, 
which  invited  written  public  comment 
on  the  additional  information  by 
December  22, 1980. 

A  public  hearing  was  conducted  by 
Region  6  on  the  evening  of  November  25, 
1980  in  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 

Seven  commenters  made  presentations 
at  this  hearing.  In  addition.  Region  6 
received  written  comments  on  the 
Oklahoma  application  between  October 
23, 1980,  the  beginning  of  the  first 
comment  period  and  December  22, 1980, 
the  close  of  the  second  comment  period. 
All  comments,  if  they  complied  with  the 
time  restraints  of  the  Federal  Register 
notices,  were  reviewed  and  considered 
in  reaching  a  decision  on  the  Oklahoma 
Application  for  Interim  Authorization. 

Of  the  sixteen  public  comments 
received  by  Region  6  (seven  at  the 
hearing  and  nine  in  writing)  on  the 
Oklahoma  Application  for  Phase  I 
Interim  Authorization,  ten  commenters 
favored  granting  Phase  I  authorization 
to  the  State,  one  commenter  favored 
granting  Phase  I  authorization  to  the 
State  with  specific  conditions,  and  five 
commenters  neither  favored  nor 
opposed  granting  authorization  to  the 
State.  The  subject  matter  of  the 
comments  ranged  from  general  to 
extremely  specific.  To  simplify  summary 
of  the  comments  and  responses  to  them, 
similar  comments  are  grouped  together 
for  one  response,  and,  when  one 
commenter  addressed  more  than  one 
issue,  the  comment  is  responded  to 
according  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
issue.  As  a  result,  a  commenter  raising 
several  issues  will  find  the  response  to 
each  issue  in  the  section  covering  that 
issue,  and  not  in  a  single  section 
covering  all  of  his  or  her  issues. 

The  summary  is  presented  generally 
in  the  order  of  subjects  receiving  the 
most  comments  first.  However,  this 
format  is  adhered  to  loosely  to  permit 
related  comments  to  be  presented  in 
sequence. 

.  Comment  Eight  commenters  endorsed 
State  authorization  because  they  found 
the  Oklahoma  hazardous  waste 
management  program,  set  forth  in  the 
State’s  application  for  Phase  I  Interim 
Authorization,  to  be  substantially 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  program  under 
RCRA  and  the  regulations  published  in 
40  CFR  123,  Subpart  F. 

Response:  Section  3006(c)  of  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  (RCRA)  states  “The  Administrator 
shall,  if  the  evidence  submitted  (in  a 
State  application)  shows  the  existing 
State  program  to  be  substantially 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  program  under 


this  subtitle,  grant  interim  authorization 
to  the  State  to  carry  out  such  a  program 
in  lieu  of  the  Federal  program  *  *  *’’ 

The  intent  of  Congress  as  manifested  in 
this  section  was  twofold:  First,  Congress 
wished  to  maximize  State  participation 
in  the  Federal  hazardous  waste 
program;  Second,  Congress  wished  to 
allow  the  States  a  period  of  time  to 
develop  a  program  which  was 
equivalent  and  consistent  with  the 
Federal  program.  Consequently,  it 
created  a  unique  status  of  temporary 
authorization  which  permits  a  State  to 
operate  the  Federal  program  while  at  the 
same  time  it  is  furthering  the 
development  of  that  program  for  final 
authorization. 

Nevertheless,  to  receive  interim 
authorization,  a  State  must  demonstrate 
the  “substantial  equivalence”  of  its 
program  to  the  Federal  program.  Once  a 
state  has  demonstrated  substantial 
equivalence  “the  Administrator  shall 
grant  interim  authorization”,  applying 
this  standard,  as  elaborated  in  40  CFR 
Part  123  Subpart  F.  EPA  has  concluded 
that  Oklahoma  has  met  the  test  of 
substantial  equivalence  and  should 
receive  Phase  I  interim  authorization. 

Comment  Two  commenters  stated 
that  the  State  should  be  granted  interim 
authorization  based  on  its  past 
performance  in  impartial,  firm,  and  fair 
administration  of  the  Oklahoma 
Controlled  industrial  Waste  Disposal 
Act  and  regulations.  One  of  those 
commenters  emphasized  that  the  State 
government  was  the  appropriate 
jurisdiction  to  run  the  hazardous  waste 
management  program. 

Response:  'The  primary  basis  for 
EPA’s  decision  to  authorize  a  State’s 
hazardous  waste  program  for  Phase  I  is 
not  past  effectiveness,  but  substantial 
equivalence  with  the  Federal  program. 
EPA  had  suggested,  in  its  proposed 
regulations  for  evaluating  State 
programs,  that  past  performance  or 
tra^  record  be  used  as  a  criterion  for 
approval.  That  proposal  was  deleted 
^m  the  final  regulations  governing  the 
interim  authorization  approval  process 
because  EPA  believes  that  future 
program  effectiveness  is  more  important 
than  track  record.  While  past 
performance  can  be  considered  in 
support  of  the  decision  to  grant  Phase  I 
authorization,  EPA  has  taken  the 
position  that  the  approval  decision  must 
be  primarily  concerned  that  the  program 
perform  in  an  effective  and 
comprehensive  manner  in  the  future. 
EPA  agrees  that  Oklahoma  has 
demonstrated  the  capacity  to  operate  a 
State  hazardous  waste  management 
program.  However,  EPA’s  decision  to 
authorize  Oklahoma  is  based  first  on  the 
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substantial  equivalence  of  the 
Oklahoma  program  to  the  Federal 
program.  EPA  also  agrees  that  if  the 
State  meets  the  standards  for  State 
program  requirements  under  RCRA,  the 
appropriate  division  of  labor  for 
elective  national  hazardous  waste 
management,  is  for  the  State  to  operate 
the  program  and  for  EPA,  through  its 
oversight  responsibilities,  to  supervise 
the  State  to  assure  compliance  with  the 
laws,  regulations  and  policies  of  the 
Federal  program. 

Comment-  One  commenter  stated  that 
he  neither  favored  nor  opposed 
authorization  but  urged  EPA  to  maintain 
an  active  oversight  role. 

Response:  EPA’s  primary  concern  in 
evaluating  a  State’s  application  for 
Phase  I  authorization  must  be  that  the 
State  has  the  authority  and  capacity  to 
carry  out  a  program  which  is 
substantially  equivalent  to  the  Federal 
program,  including  the  authority  and 
capability  of  a  State  to  enforce  this 
program. 

EPA  believes  that  the  Program 
Description,  Memorandum  of 
Agreement,  and  the  State's  regulations 
set  forth  in  the  Oklahoma  application 
for  authorization,  outline  a  State 
enforcement  program  which  meets 
Federal  requirements  for  Phase  I 
authorization.  However,  EPA  believes 
that  through  its  statutory  oversight 
responsibility,  it  has  the  obligation  to 
insure  that  Oklahoma  meets  the  terms 
set  forth  in  the  State's  application  to 
actively  enforce  its  regulations. 

The  MOA  and  the  RCRA  grant-in-aid 
entered  into  by  the  State  and  EPA, 
establish  the  procedure  for  oversight 
and  the  terms  of  the  State’s 
accountability  for  compliance 
monitoring  and  enforcement.  These 
agreements  enable  EPA  to  track  the 
State’s  enforcement  process  and 
determine  if  the  State  is  meeting  specific 
commitments  which  it  agreed  to 
accomplish.  The  RCRA  grant-in-aid 
awarded  to  the  State  will  function  like  a 
contract  between  the  State  and  EPA. 
EPA  agrees  to  pay  the  State  if  the  State 
performs  certain  program  activities.  If 
through  EPA’s  oversight  and  grant 
review  it  is  determined  that  the  State  is 
not  meeting  its  commitments,  funding 
and  authorization  can  be  withdrawn. 
Also,  under  RCRA  Section  3008(a)(2) 
EPA  can  commence  enforcement  actions 
for  violations  of  RCRA  in  authorized 
States. 

Comment  One  commenter  questioned 
whether  the  State  Health  Department 
could  implement  a  hazardous  waste 
program  which  was  not  unduly  biased 
by  local,  influential,  special  interest 
groups. 
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Response.  The  Federal  hazardous 
waste  management  scheme,  set  forth  in 
RCRA  and  detailed  in  Federal 
regulations,  includes  a  system  of  checks 
and  balances  designed  to  insure  the  fair 
administration  of  the  program.  The 
RCRA  regulations  defining  Phase  I  of 
the  program  apply  even  handedly  to  all 
who  are  subject  to  its  purview  without 
opportunity  for  variance.  In  order  to 
become  authorized,  a  State  must  adopt  a 
program  which  is  substantially 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  program  in 
approach,  as  well  as  scope. 
Consequently,  a  State  cannot  be 
authorized  if  it  allows  exceptions  to  its 
regulatory  scheme  not  permitted  by  the 
Federal  program. 

RCRA,  through  the  Authorization 
process,  envisioned  a  division  of  labor 
between  the  States  and  the  Federal 
government  whereby  the  States  would 
operate  the  Federal  program  and  EPA, 
through  oversight,  would  supervise  to 
insure  that  the  intent  of  the  statute, 
regulations  and  policies  were  carried 
out  by  the  States.  If  an  authorized  State 
fails  to  carry  out  the  Federal  mandate, 
then  the  program  can  be  withdrawn  and 
EPA  would  have  to  operate  it.  Through 
this  division  of  labor.  State  program 
decisions  are  subject  to  scrutiny  for 
fairness,  as  well  as  scope  of  application. 
For  example,  EPA  regulatory  oversight 
includes  a  review  of  all  major  permits 
issued  by  the  State  and  requires  the 
State  to  respond  in  detail  to  till  EPA 
comments.  As  a  result,  EPA  will  have 
ongoing  review  of  the  standards  applied 
by  the  State  in  issuing  each  major 
permit  and  will  be  able  to  quickly 
determine  exceptions  which  may  not  be 
fairly  granted. 

In  addition,  RCRA  provides  a  system 
of  financing  State  hazardous  waste 
programs  through  State-Federal 
matching  funds.  This  funding 
mechanism  broadens  the  base  of 
funding  sources  for  the  State  agency  and 
provides  it  with  less  dependence  on  a 
single  fimding  source.  In  the  RCRA 
system  of  checks  and  balances,  it  is 
anticipated  that  the  need  for  both 
sources  of  funding  wrill  be  an  incentive 
for  the  State  program  to  operate  in  a 
fashion  which  would  not  jeopardize 
either. 

Finally,  RCRA  emphasizes  public 
participation  in  the  hazardous  waste 
management  program  as  an  important 
means  of  insuring  fair  and  scrupulous 
adherence  to  Federal  program 
requirements.  The  statute  provides  for 
citizen  suits  against  EPA,  a  State,  a 
municipality,  or  any  person  to  enforce 
any  provisions  of  RCRA.  The  Federal 
statute  also  provides  for  citizen 
intervention  in  any  Federal  enforcement 


action.  In  addition,  the  Federal 
regulations  require  that  authorized  State 
programs  meet  minimum  requirements 
for  public  participation  in  the  State 
enforcement  process.  The  Oklahoma 
application  for  Phase  I  Authorization 
meets  the  Federal  regulatory 
requirements  by  providing  for  receipt  of 
and  response  to  citizen  complaints,  non¬ 
opposition  intervention  in  State 
enforcement  actions  when  permitted  by 
State  law.  and  public  notice  and 
opportimity  for  the  public  to  comment 
on  proposed  settlements  of  State 
enforcement  actions.  All  of  these 
mechanisms  combine  to  form  a  system 
of  checks  and  balances  to  insure 
equitable  and  comprehensive  hazardous 
waste  management  by  both  the  State 
and  Federal  governments. 

Comment  One  commenter  was 
concerned  that  the  public  participation 
program  described  in  the  Oklahoma 
application  was  not  adequately  staffed. 
The  commenter  believed  that  only  one 
employee  of  the  Solid  Waste  Division, 
the  designated  public  participation 
specialist,  would  be  responding  to  all 
citizen  complaints  and  notiHcations 
regarding  program  enforcement  and 
emergency  spill  response  activities  of 
the  Division. 

Response.  The  designated  public 
participation  specialist  will  be 
responsible  for  the  traditional  public 
information  and  education  activities,  not 
for  the  kinds  of  follow-up  and  field 
investigations  associated  with  citizen 
complaints  or  inquiries  about 
enforcement  actions  or  responses  to 
spills  and  other  emergencies.  While  it  is 
true  that  the  Division  encourages  citizen 
complaints  or  reports  of  possible 
violations,  and  that  it  has  stated  that 
these  will  receive  the  highest 
investigative  priority,  this  function  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  Industrial  Waste 
Division  Director  and  other  staff 
assigned  to  handle  this  function  rather 
than  the  public  participation  specialist. 

Comment  One  commenter,  while 
supporting  interim  authorization  of  the 
State  program,  questioned  whether 
adequate  funds  where  being  provided  to 
the  State  program.  This  commenter 
specifically  addressed  the  need  for 
funds  to  pay  for  site  inspections  and 
monitoring. 

Response:  EPA  has  required  a  State . 
applying  for  interim  authorization  to 
demonstrate  the  amount  of  funding  and 
staff  available  for  operation  of  the 
program.  This  information  is  part  of  the 
State  application  and  is  a  major  factor 
to  be  evaluated  by  EPA  in  reaching  a 
decision  whether  or  not  to  authorize  a 
State  program.  In  order  to  apply  a 
uniform  national  standard  for  evaluating 
the  adequacy  of  State  funds  committed 
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to  hazardous  waste  management,  EPA 
has  published  in  its  "Guidance  Manual 
on  Interim  Authorization”  an  estimate  of 
the  staffing  requirements  necessary  for 
each  State  program  to  operate  a  Federal 
program  in  their  State,  l^ese  staffing 
projections  were  based  on  the  size  of 
the  State  and  the  amount  of  waste 
generated  in  the  State.  They  were  also 
divided  into  separate  projections  for 
Phase  I  programs  and  Phase  11  programs. 

Under  EPA’s  criteria  for  adequate 
staging,  it  is  estimated  that  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  should  have  13  positions  to 
operate  a  Phase  I  program.  The 
Oklahoma  State  Department  of  Health 
presently  has  14.6  of  these  positions 
filled  and  has  undertaken  to  add  3 
additional  positions  in  order  to  enhance 
the  effectiveness  of  its  hazardous  waste 
program.  The  State  is  actively  recruiting 
for  these  additional  positions.  EPA  also 
believes  that  Oklahoma  has 
demonstrated  in  its  application  that  it 
will  provide  the  necessary  funding  to 
support  EPA’s  staffing  requirements  for 
Phase  1  program  management.  Also,  it 
will  be  EPA’s  responsibility  in  the 
exercise  of  its  oversight  role  to  insure 
that  after  the  State  is  authorized,  it  will 
maintain  the  required  funding  and 
staffing  to  adequately  operate  the 
program  according  to  the  commitments 
made  in  the  application. 

Comment  One  commenter,  who 
neither  supported  or  rejected  State 
authorization,  questioned  whether  the 
State  program,  as  expanded  in  its 
application  would  require  the  addition 
of  substantial  State  tax  dollars  to 
operate.  This  commenter  suggested  that 
if  the  cost  to  the  State  was  great,  it 
should  consider  deferring  to  the  Federal 
government  eind  have  EPA  operate  the 
program  in  the  State. 

Response:  Oklahoma  indicates  in  its 
application,  in  the  Program  Description 
and  Authorization  Plan,  that  additional 
State  funds  will  be  required  to  match 
Federal  funds  to  operate  an  authorized 
State  program.  Additional  State  tax 
dollars  are  an  important  consideration 
in  evaluating  the  advisability  of  State 
authorization.  However,  the  increased 
commitment  of  funds  must  be  weighed 
with  the  critical  need  for  effective 
hazardous  waste  management  in  the 
State  and  nation.  EPA  believes  that 
additional  funds  provided  by  the  State 
and  Federal  governments  to  hazardous 
waste  management  is  essential  to  begin 
to  control  this  serious  threat  to  public 
health  and  the  environment. 

Comment  One  commenter  believed 
the  State  small  generator  exclusion  of 
100  kilograms  per  month  was  more 


effective  than  the  1000  kilograms  per 
month  exclusion  set  forth  in  the  Federal 
regulations. 

Response:  RCRA  Section  3009  grants 
the  States  the  authority  to  require 
standards  which  are  more  stringent  than 
Federal  standards.  To  the  extent  that 
State  standards  are  more  stringent,  they 
are  beyond  the  purview  of  the  Phase  I 
authorization  process. 

Comment  Two  commenters 
questioned  the  substantial  equivalence 
of  the  Oklahoma  statutory  bonding  limit 
of  10  years  to  that  of  the  Federal 
program,  which  requires  bonding  for  30 
years,  for  post-closure  monitoring  of 
hazardous  waste  facilities. 

Response:  EPA  requires  post-closure 
monitoring  for  a  minimum  of  30  years 
with  the  provision  to  extend  the  period 
if  it  is  deemed  necessary.  While  EPA 
regulations  do  require  30  year  post¬ 
closure  bonding,  on  October  30, 1980, 
EPA  amended  its  regulations,  effective 
November  19, 1980,  and  suspended  until 
May  19, 1981,  the  requirement  that 
owners  and  operators  of  hazardous 
waste  facilities  prepare  closure  and 
post-closure  plans.  Oklahoma,  in  its 
Authorization  Plan,  has  stated  that 
within  this  same  6  month  period  it  will 
seek  to  have  its  statutory  post-closure 
bonding  period  amended  to  be 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  regulation. 
Oklahoma  regulations  incorporate  the 
Federal  regulatory  requirement  of  180 
days  notice  before  a  facility  can 
commence  closure  in  accoM  with  its 
closure  plan.  This  notice  period  remains 
in  effect.  Consequently,  under  the 
Federal  and  State  regulatory  plan  no 
facility  will  be  allowed  to  close  before 
May  19, 1981.  On  or  before  that  time 
Oklahoma  should  have  eliminated  this 
difference  from  its  program.  EPA, 
through  oversight,  will  monitor  this 
process  to  see  that  Oklahoma  meets  its 
commitments. 

Comment  One  commenter  spoke  to 
the  need  for  research  efforts  to  evaluate 
and  develop  improved  technologies  for 
treatment  of  hazardous  wastes  and 
asked  whether  the  Federal  program 
recognized  this  need. 

Response:  Section  8001  of  RCRA 
provides  for  research  in  improved 
technology  for  the  disposal  of  hazardous 
waste.  However,  Congress  has  not 
appropriated  funds  for  this  program. 
EPA’s  Office  of  Research  and 
Development  has  an  existing  program 
which  is  exploring  the  development  of 
technologies  for  treatment  and  disposal 
of  hazardous  wastes.  EPA  believes  that 
this  program  and  additional  research 
efforts  are  much  needed  in  this  field  and 


looks  forward  to  an  enlarged  research 
program  when  and  if  Congress  provides 
additional  funds. 

Comment  One  commenter  stated  that 
dumping  hazardous  wastes  into 
mimicipal  sewer  systems  should  be 
prohibited  because  it  would  become  a 
problem  for  treatment  facilities. 

Response:  While  some  hazardous 
waste  will  be  placed  on  Publicly  Owned 
Treatment  Works  (POTW),  EPA 
believes  that  the  treatment  process, 
dilution,  and  compliance  with  the 
POTWs’  discharge  permit,  will  mitigate 
effects  on  human  health  and  the 
environment  Nevertheless.  POTW 
sludges  are  not  excluded  from  EPA 
regulations  and  must  be  analyzed  to 
determine  whether  they  contain 
hazardous  waste  characteristics  and  if 
they  do  they  must  be  stored  and 
disposed  of  in  full  compliance  with 
Federal  program  requirements.  POTW’s 
are  also  eligible  for  construction  grants 
from  EPA  to  improve  their  wastewater 
treatment  processes.  EPA  believes  that 
this  is  the  best  and  most  economical 
way  to  deal  with  the  mixed  waste 
streams  treated  by  POTW’s. 

Comment  One  commenter  was 
concerned  with  the  State’s  lack  of 
incentives  to  recycle,  reuse,  reclaim,  or 
use  hazardous  waste  materials. 

Response:  The  purpose  of  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  of  1976,  was  to  encourage  the 
conservation  and  recycling  of  natural 
resources.  Reduction  and  reuse  of 
wastes  generated,  rather  then  treatment 
and  disposal  of  hazardous  wastes,  were 
envisioned  by  Congress  as  the  means 
through  which  this  purpose  would  be 
accomplished.  Although  RCRA  does  not 
specifrcally  set  forth  incentives  to  fulfill 
its  purpose.  EPA  believes  that  the  added 
cost  of  hazardous  waste  treatment, 
storage,  and  disposal  which  result  from 
the  RCRA  program  provides  the 
incentive  to  spark  industry’s  efforts  to 
effectively  reclaim  many  hazardous 
wastes.  The  State  program,  substantially 
equivalent  to  the  Federal  program, 
encompasses  the  same  added  costs  and. 
consequently  the  same  incentives  to 
industry  to  reuse  or  reclaim  its 
hazardous  wastes. 

Dated:  January  8. 1981. 

Frances  E.  Phillips, 

Acting  Deputy  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Uoc.  81-1280  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am) 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  64 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-5969] 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 
Under  the  National  Rood  Insurance 
Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 

Administration,  FEMA. 

action:  Final  rule. _ 

summary:  This  rule  lists  communities 
where  the  sale  of  flood  insurance,  as 
authorized  under  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP),  will  be 
suspended  because  of  noncompliance 
with  the  flood  plain  management 
requirements  of  the  program. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  third  date 
(“Susp.”)  listed  in  the  fifth  column. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 
Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to 
purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made 

§  64.6  List  of  eligible  communities. 


reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In 
return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  flood  plain 
management  measures  aimed  at 
protecting  lives  and  new  construction 
from  future  flooding.  Section  1315  of  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4022)  prohibits  flood 
insurance  coverage  as  authorized  under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128)  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  shall  have 
adopted  adequate  flood  plan 
management  measures  with  effective 
enforcement  measures.  The  communities 
listed  in  this  notice  no  longer  meet  that 
statutory  requirement  for  compliance 
with  program  regulations  (44  CFR  Part 
59  et  seq.).  Accordingly,  the 
communities  are  suspended  on  the 
effective  date  in  the  fifth  column,  so  that 
as  of  that  date  subsidized  flood 
insurance  is  no  longer  available  in  the 
coihmunity. 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  has  identified  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  in  these  communities 
by  publishing  a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map.  The  date  of  the  flood  map,  if  one 
has  been  published,  is  indicated  in  the 
sixth  column  of  the  table.  Section  202(a) 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  as  amended, 
provides  that  no  direct  Federal  financial 


assistance  (except  assistance  pursuant 
to  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1974  not  in 
connection  with  a  flood)  may  legally  be 
provided  for  construction  or  acquisition 
of  buildings  in  the  identified  special 
flood  hazard  area  of  communities  not 
participating  in  the  NFIP,  with  respect  to 
which  a  year  has  elapsed  since 
identification  of  the  community  as 
having  flood  prone  areas,  as  shown  on 
the  Office  of  Federal  Insurance  and 
Hazard  Mitigation’s  initial  flood 
insurance  map  of  the  community.  This 
prohibition  against  certain  types  of 
Federal  assistance  becomes  effective  for 
the  communities  listed  on  the  date 
shown  in  the  last  column. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 
"Flood  Insurance."  This  program  is 
subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  0MB 
Circular  A-95. 

In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 
of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 
community. 

Section  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in 
alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the 
table. 


state 

County 

Location 

Do . 

Do . . . 

WakoHa _ _  _ 

HknoiS _ 

Do...„ . . 

Do . . 

Do _  _  . 

rviAk 

Do .  . . 

,  -  Xh -  - 

Richton  Park,  yMage  of . . . 

Do _  _ 

Do _ _ _ 

Do _ _ 

..™..  Lake . . . . 

.  Ziorvcityof . 

Special  flood 
hazard  area 
identified 

Date* 

Aug.  15, 1975 

Jan.  16, 19 

Jan.  14.  1974 
Jan.  2,  1976 

Do. 

Dec.  28. 1973 
Dec.  3. 1976 

Do. 

Aug.  2, 1974 
May  23,  1978 

Do. 

Feb.  14,  1975 

Do. 

Mat.  22, 1974 
June  4,  1976 

Do. 

May  3. 1974 
Dec.  26,  1975 

Do. 

Feb.  1.  1974 

Do. 

Feb.  20,  1976 

Mar.  22.  1974 
Mar.  5, 1976 
July  7,  1978 

Do. 

Apr.  12.  1974 
Oct  31, 1975 

Do. 

May  3, 1974 
Mar.  26.  1976 

Do. 

May  17, 1974 
Aug.  15.  1975 

Do. 

Mar.  29.  1974 
June  4, 1976 

Do. 

Conimunity  No. 


Effective  dates  of  authorization/ 
cancellation  of  sale  of  flood 
insurance  in  community 


010270A...* . .  SepL  16,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

010127 _ ......  Apr.  11,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

090062B - -  Mar.  30,  1973,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

090051 B — ......  Mar.  10,  1972,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pend^. 

120315A .  May  21,  1973,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

170067B -  Mar.  7,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

170026B. _ _  June  6,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
perKfed. 

170105B -  Apr.  22,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

170143C — . — .„.  S^t  4,  1974,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jart  16,  1981, 
penrM. 

170149B _ _ _ Dm.  6,  1973,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended.  , 

170035B — .... _  Feb.  3,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regulw,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

170220B . . —  Apr.  23,  1975,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981, 
pended. 

170399B . — „  May  24,  1974,  emergency,  Jan. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961, 
pendM. 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 


16, 

sus- 
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State 

County 

Effective  dates  of  authorization/ 

Special  flood 

Location 

Community  No. 

cancellation  of  sale  of  flood 

hazard  area 

Date' 

_ 

insurance  in  community 

identified 

Indiana . . . . Delaware . . . .  Munde,  cityoi .  1800538 _  Apr.  4.  1975,  emergerx:y,  Jan.  16.  Jan.  16.  T974  Do. 


190252C _ 

1981,  reguljff,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus- 
perxied. 

June  4.  1976 

May  24,  1974 

July  30.  1976 

July  26.  1977 

July  16. 1976 

May  31.  1974 

Do. 

Do . . 

1<)0071A . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

June  26,  1975,  emergency.  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus- 
perxl^ 

Jum  25,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16. 

Story - 

. .  .  Story  City,  city  of . . 

1902598 _ 

Do. 

200332B..  _ 

1981.  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus- 
petKfed. 

Apr.  9,  1976 

Oct  25,  1974 

Do. 

Do . 

2000B9B _ 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1981,  sus- 
petxfed. 

Nov.  7. 1975 

Jan.  9.  1974 

July  16. 1976 

Feb.  22. 1974 

Do 

Do . . . 

2001418 _ 1.. 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1961,  sus- 
petxled. 

Do. 

2400988 _ 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Oct  24,  1975 

Oct  18, 1974 

Da 

2401128.... . . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961.  sus¬ 
pended. 

Sept.  26. 1975 

Jan.  21. 1977 

Do. 

260075A . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus- 
perxlerl 

OcL  1. 1976 

Do. 

rv* 

2603948 . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Apr.  1.  1977 

Aug.  ^  1974 

July  2.  1976 

Oct.  6.  1976 

Db 

Do _ 

2602708 . 

1961,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus- 
pencM. 

Do 

Do _ 

260299A . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus- 
pended. 

Do. 

270267A . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1961.  sus¬ 
pend^ 

Jaa  16.  1981 

Do. 

nA 

270155C . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

June  7. 1974 

Do. 

2902758 . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

May  28,  1976 

May  20.  1977 

Mar.  29.  1974 

Do. 

Do  _ 

290312B 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus- 
perkM 

Feb.  20.  1976 

Mar.  29.  1974 

Do. 

Do . 

290323C . . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Nov.  7. 1975 

Mar.  1. 1974 

Do. 

*  Do . 

290361B 

1981.  regular,  Jan.  16.  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

OcL  24. 1975 

Apr.  2. 1976 

Jan.  9.  1974 

Do. 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus- 

June  16.  1976 

Do _ 

290373B 

pemM. 

Nov.  1. 1974 

Do. 

Do _ 

290336B. 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1901,  sus¬ 
pend^ 

June  11. 1976 

Mar.  29.  1974 

Do 

Nebraska . . 

_  Doughs _ 

.  Unmcorporated  areas . 

3100738 _ 

1961,  tegular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

„  Nm.  15,  1974,  emergency,  Jart  16. 

July  9, 1976 

July  26.  1974 

Do. 

Do 

315275D _ 

1961,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pend^. 

Aug.  2. 1977 

Aug.  18. 1972 

July  1,  1974 

Apr.  11. 1975 

Oel  10. 1975 

Apr.  13. 1973 

Nov.  26.  1976 

May  14. 1974 

Aug  24.  1973 

Do. 

340493B„.  »» 

1972,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Ob 

Do  _ 

.  340409B 

1961,  regular.  Jan.  16.  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Db 

Do _ 

3403348 . 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16.  1981.  sus- 

...  Nov.  1,  1974,  emergency,  Jan.  16. 

Do. 

no  . 

.  3404118 . 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Aug  20.  1976 

July  9.  1974 

May  28.  1976 

Feb.  15. 1974 

Do 

dark 

.  320007B. 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961.  sus- 
perxied. 

Do 

»  390524C . . 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16.  1961,  sus- 
peixied. 

Feb  4,  1977 

May  24. 1974 

July  30.  1976 
June  22.  1979 

Do 

1981,  regular.  Jan.  16.  1981,  sus- 
petxled. 
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State 

County 

Location 

ComiTiunity  No. 

Effective  dates  of  authorization/ 
cancellation  ol  sale  of  flood 
insurance  in  community 

Special  flood 
hazard  area 
identified 

Date' 

Do . 

Cuyahoga . 

Brecksville,  city  of . 

.  3900988 . 

July  11,  1975,  emergency,  Jaa  16, 

Feb.  8, 1974 

Do. 

,  390153B _ _ 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Feb.  20,  1976,  emergency.  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

June  12,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  si^ 
pended. 

June  10.  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Sept  17,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Feb.  2,  1976,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

July  16,  1976 

Jan.  31, 1975 

Do. 

.  390322A . „.... 

Nov.  5.  1976 

Nov.  30.  1973 

Do. 

.  421 761 B . 

June  11,  1976 

Sept.  6.  1974 
May  14.  1976 

Sept.  20.  1974 
May  28,  1976 

June  10,  1977 

Mar.  6.  1974 
May  28.  1976 

Sept.  20,  1974 
June  4.  1976 

Jan.  9,  1974 

nn 

,  421765B . 

Do. 

■no  . 

.  422082B . 

Do. 

Hn 

.  420060B . 

Do. 

.  421782B . . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

July  30,  1975,  emergency.  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Sept  25.  1974,  emergency.  Jan.  16, 

Do. 

Do . . 

. do . . . . 

Quarryville.  borough  of . 

.  420563B . . 

Do. 

Do . . . . 

.  422611B _ _ 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus- 
perKled. 

Jan.  9,  1976 

May  31.  1976 
June  4.  1976 

Mar.  8.  1974 

Do. 

Do...- . 

.  Luzerne . . . _... 

Wright  township  ol . . . 

.  420632B . . . 

1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

May  10,  1973,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 

Do. 

.  500034B . . . 

1961,  regular,  Jan.  16.  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

July  8,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular.  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

July  24,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

S^t  13,  1974,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pend^. 

Apr.  2,  1975,  emergency,  Jan.  16, 
1981,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1981,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Dm.  4,  1970.  emergency,  Jan.  15, 
1971,  regular,  Jan.  16,  1961,  sus¬ 
pended. 

Oct  1.  1976 

Sept.  20.  1974 
Dec.  3,  1976 

June  19, 1974 
Aug.  27, 1976 

May  31,  1974 
July  16,  1976 

May  31.  1974 
Sept  24.  1976 

Jan.  15,  1971 
July  1,  1974 
May  14.  1976 

Do. 

Do . . . . . 

finoiflnn 

Do 

Do . 

.  500103B _ _ 

Do 

..  5401 38B . . 

Do. 

..  555562.' . 

Do.  " 

■  Date  ceflain  Federal  assistance  no  longer  available  in  special  flood  ha2ard  area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  ]an.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 


Issued:  December  29, 1980. 

Charles  M.  Plaxico,  fr., 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

ire  Doc.  81-1119  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  64 

(Docket  No.  FEMA-5970] 

List  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Insurance  Under  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  Rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  rule  lists  communities 
participating  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  These 
communities  have  applied  to  the 
program  and  have  agreed  to  enact 
certain  flood  plain  management 
measures.  The  communities’ 
participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  date  listed  in  the 
fifth  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESSES:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 


property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  from  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP)  at:  P.0,  Box  34294,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20034,  Phone:  (800)  638-6620. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 

Mr.  Richard  Krimm,  National  Flood 
I  Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5581  or 
Toll  Free  Line  800-424-8872,  Room  5270, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20410, 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  flood  hazard  areas  in  some  of  these  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program  conununities  by  publishing  a  Flood  Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 

(NFIP),  enables  property  owners  to  Hazard  Boundary  Map.  The  date  of  the  public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 

purchase  flood  insurance  at  rates  made  flood  map,  if  one  has  been  published,  is  are  impractible  and  unnecessary, 

reasonable  through  a  Federal  subsidy.  In  indicated  in  the  sixth  column  of  the  The  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 

return,  communities  agree  to  adopt  and  table.  In  the  communities  listed  where  a  Number  for  this  program  is  83.100 

administer  local  flood  plain  flood  map  has  been  published.  Section  “Flood  Insurance."  This  program  is 

management  measures  aimed  at  102  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  subject  to  procedures  set  out  in  OMB 

protecting  lives  and  new  construction  of  1973,  as  amended,  requires  the  ,  Circular  A-95. 

from  future  flooding.  Since  the  purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a  In  each  entry,  a  complete  chronology 

communities  on  the  attached  list  have  condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related  of  effective  dates  appears  for  each  listed 

recently  entered  the  NFIP,  subsidized  flnancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  community.  The  entry  reads  as  follows: 

flood  insurance  is  now  available  for  construction  of  buildings  in  the  special  Sectioii  64.6  is  amended  by  adding  in 

property  in  the  community.  flood  hazard  area  shown  on  the  map.  alphabetical  sequence  new  entries  to  the 

In  addition,  the  Federal  Insurance  The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator  table. 

Administrator  has  identified  the  special  flnds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 


§  64.6  List  of  eligible  communities. 


State 

County 

Location 

Community  No. 

Effective  dates  of  authorization/ 
cancellation  of  sale  of  flood 
insurance  in  community 

Special  flood  hazard 
area  identified 

060026A _ 

June  28. 1974  and  Oct  24.  1975. 

060214A _  _ 

May  24.  1974  and  Nov.  4. 1975. 

060278A  _ 

Aug.  9.  1974  and  Nov.  12. 1976 

120410A-.  _ 

Mar.  4.  1977. 

1301B4 

Dec.  17. 1976. 

160047B _ 

fin 

Dec.  10.  1976.  May  28.  1976.  and 

170102C _ 

A, 

Nov.  23.  1973. 

June  28.  1974  and  July  11. 1975. 

17039eA..  „  . 

Mar.  24.  1975  and  Oct  10.  1975. 

1900G0.» 

Mar.  1. 1974. 

210016 . 

Dec.  13, 1974  and  Dec.  Z.  1977. 

210095A . 

tin 

Aug  23. 1974  and  Apr.  16.  1976. 

260078A..._ 

Hn 

May  24.  1974  and  Aug.  6.  1976 

2901 53A _ 

Feb.  15.  1974  and  Dec.  26. 1975. 

310231A _ 

Mar.  22.  1974  and  Feb.  27. 1976 

400044 A 

June  7. 1974  and  Apr.  16.  1976. 

420663 . . 

July  1. 1977. 

450069.'. . . 

. do  . . . 

Nov.  19.  1976. 

500056A . 

June  21, 1974  and  Aug.  13, 1976. 

540133A.  _ 

Dec.  20. 1974  and  Aug  5. 1977. 

.  COM^ . .  ■ 

480141A . .  .. 

June  21, 1974  and  Jaa  30, 1976. 

370050B-  .  _ 

Oct  24,  1973.  emergerrcy.  Sept  3. 

June  10. 1977. 

361401B _ 

1980.  regular.  Sept  3.  1960.  sus¬ 
pended.  Dec.  2,  1980,  reinstated. 

Jan.  17,  1974.  Nov.  4.  1977,  and 

421104 . . 

Oct  27. 1978. 

Oct  29.  1976. 

480703 . . 

Aug  13.  1976. 

190343 . . 

Mar.  26.  1976. 

450104 

Oct  20.  1978. 

470191.  . 

Oct  1. 1976. 

230094A . 

Jaa  3, 1973. 

060384A _ 

1980.  regular.  Feb.  1,  1960.  sus¬ 
pended,  Dec.  10,  1960,  reinstated. 

Aug  1. 1980. 

422604A . . 

1980,  regular.  Aug.  1,  1980,  sus¬ 
pended,  Dec.  12.  1980,  reinstated. 

Jan.  10,  1975  and  May  30. 1980. 

Wisconsin . . ...... 

_ Vernon  and  Crawford... 

.  Do  Soto,  village  of _ _ 

5S0069A _ 

. do . - . 

Jaa  9. 1974  and  May  14,  1976. 

'  Does  not  include  Grand  Strand  Flood  District 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968):  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued;  December  29, 1980. 

Charles  M.  Plaxico,  Jr., 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

ire  Doc.  81-1120  Filed  1-13-81:  ft4S  am| 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 

COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 

[Fifteenth  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1473] 

Various  Railroads  Authorized  To  Use 
Tracks  and/or  Facilities  of  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor,  William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee 
agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Fifteenth  Revised  Service  Order 
No.  1473. _ 

summary:  Pursuant  to  Section  122  of  the 
Rock  Island  Transition  and  Employee 
Assistance  Act,  Pub.  L.  96-254,  this 
order  authorizes  various  railroads  to 
provide  interim  service  over  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Debtor  (William  M.  Gibbons, 
Trustee],  and  to  use  such  tracks  and 
facilities  as  are  necessary  for 
operations.  This  order  permits  carriers 
to  continue  to  provide  service  to 
shippers  which  would  otherwise  be 
deprived  of  essential  rail  transportation. 
effective:  12:01  a.m.,  January  10, 1981, 
and  continuing  in  effect  until  11:59  p.m., 
March  31, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

M.  F.  Clemens,  Jr,  (202)  275-7840. 

Decided:  January  8, 1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  122  of  the  Rock 
Island  Transition  and  Employee 
Assistance  Act,  Pub,  L  96-254  (RITEA), 
the  Commission  is  authorizing  various 
railroads  to  provide  interim  service  over 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Debtor,  (William  M. 
Gibbons,  Trustee),  (RI)  and  to  use  such 
tracks  and  facilities  as  are  necessary  for 
that  operation. 

In  view  of  the  urgent  need  for 
continued  service  over  RI's  lines 
pending  the  implementation  of  long- 
range  solutions,  this  order  permits 
carriers  to  continue  to  provide  service  to 
shippers  which  would  otherwise  be 
deprived  of  essential  rail  transportation. 

Fifteenth  Revised  Sendee  Order  No. 
1473  modifies  Appendix  A  of  the 
previous  order  as  follows: 

1.  In  Item  6.A.,  the  authority  of  the 
Fort  Worth  and  Denver  Railway 
Company  (FWD)  is  extended  to  Groom 
and  Adrian.  Texas. 

2.  In  Item  24.A.,  the  authority  of  The 
La  Salle  and  Bureau  County  Railroad 
Company  (LSBC)  is  extended  3.66  miles 
northward  to  milepost  0.60  at  Chicago, 
Illinois. 

3.  In  Item  26,  authority  is  granted  to 
The  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company  (ATSF)  at  Alva, 


Oklahoma,  in  order  to  provide  continued 
service  inasmuch  as  ATSFs  directed 
service  authority  under  Section  104  of 
RITEA  has  expired. 

Appendix  B  of  Fourteenth  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1473  is  unchanged, 
and  becomes  Appendix  B  of  this  order. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  an  emergency  exits  requiring  that 
the  railroads  listed  in  the  attached 
appendices  be  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  using  Rl  tracks  and/or 
facilities;  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  order 
effective  upon  less  than  thirty  days’ 
notice. 

It  is  ordered, 

§  1033.1473  Fifteenth  Revised 
Service  Order  No.  1473 

(a)  Various  railroads  authorized  to  use 
tracks  and/or  facilities  of  the  Chicago, 
Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Debtor,  (William  M.  Gibbons, 
Trustee).  Various  railroads  are 
authorized  to  use  tracks  and/or  facilities 
of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (RI),  as  listed  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  in  order  to 
provide  interim  service  over  the  RI;  and 
as  listed  in  Appendix  B  to  this  order,  to 
provide  for  continuation  of  joint  or 
common  use  facility  agreements 
essential  to  the  operations  of  these 
carriers  as  previously  authorized  in 
Service  Order  No.  1435. 

(b)  The  Trustee  shall  permit  the 
affected  carriers  to  enter  upon  the 
property  of  the  RI  to  conduct  service  as 
authorized  in  paragraph  (a). 

(c)  The  Trustee  will  be  compensated 
on  terms  established  between  the 
Trustee  and  the  affected  carrier(s);  or 
upon  failure  of  the  parties  to  agree  as 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  Section  122(a) 
Public  Law  96-254. 

1.  The  authority  contained  in  Item  5(E) 
of  Appendix  A  of  this  order,  previously 
operated  by  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  (UP)  between  Colby  and 
Caruso,  Kansas  (milepost  387.8  to  429.3), 
is  conditioned  upon  the  assumption  by 
Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  (BN)  of  the 
negotiated  agreement  between  UP  and 
the  Rock  Island  Trustee  with  regard  to 
the  compensation  to  be  paid  the  Trustee 
for  that  line  segment  until  a  new 
agreement  is  reached  between  the 
Trustee  and  the  BN. 

(d)  Interm  operators,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  its  effective  date, 
notify  the  Railroad  Service  Board  of  the 
date  on  which  interim  operations  were 
commenced  or  the  expected 


commencement  date  of  those 
operations. 

(e)  Interim  operators,  authorized  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  order,  shall,  within 
thirty  days  of  commencing  operations 
under  authority  of  this  order,  notify  the 
RI  Trustee  of  those  facilities  they 
believe  are  necessary  or  reasonably 
related  to  the  authorized  operations. 

(f)  During  the  period  of  the  operations 
over  the  RI  lines  authorized  in 
paragraph  (a),  operators  shall  be 
responsible  for  preserving  the  value  of 
the  lines,  associated  with  each 
operation,  to  the  RI  estate,  and  for 
performing  necessary  maintenance  to 
avoid  undue  deterioration  of  lines  and 
associated  facilities. 

1.  In  those  instances  where  more  than 
one  railroad  is  involved  in  the  joint  use 
of  RI  tracks  und/or  facilities  described 
in  Appendix  B,  one  of  the  affected 
carriers  will  perform  the  maintenance 
and  have  supervision  over  the 
operations  in  behalf  of  all  the  carriers, 
as  may  be  agreed  to  among  themselves, 
or  in  the  absence  of  such  agreement,  as 
may  be  decided  by  the  Commission. 

(g)  Any  operational  or  other  difficulty 
associated  with  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  resolved  through 
agreement  between  the  affected  parties 
or,  failing  agreement,  by  the 
Commission's  Railroad  Service  Board. 

(h)  Any  rehabilitation,  operational,  or 
other  costs  related  to  the  authorized 
operations  shall  be  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  interim  operator 
incurring  the  costs,  and  shall  not  in  any 
way  be  deemed  a  liability  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

(i)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  traffic. 

(j)  Rate  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  the 
operations  described  in  Appendix  A  by 
interim  operators  over  tracks  previously 
operated  by. the  RI  are  deemed  to  be  due 
to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  moved  over  these 
lines  shall  be  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  routed  to,  from,  or  via  these  lines 
which  were  formerly  in  effect  on  such 
traffic  when  routed  via  RI,  until  tariffs 
naming  rates  and  routes  specifically 
applicable  become  effective. 

1.  The  operator  under  this  temporary 
authority  will  not  be  required  to  protect 
transit  rate  obligations  incurred  by  the 
RI  or  the  directed  carrier,  Kansas  City 
Terminal  Railway  Company,  on  transit 
balances  currently  held  in  storage. 

(k)  In  transporting  traffic  over  these 
lines,  all  interim  operators  described  in 
Appendix  A  shall  proceed  even  though 
no  contracts,  agreements,  or 
arrangements  now  exist  between  them 
with  reference  to  the  divisions  of  the 
rates  of  transportation  applicable  to  that 
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traffic.  Divisions  shall  be,  during  the 
time  this  order  remains  in  force,  those 
voluntarily  agreed  upon  by  and  between 
the  carriers;  or  upon  failure  of  the 
carriers  to  so  agree,  the  divisions  shall 
be  those  hereafter  fixed  by  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with 
pertinent  authority  conferred  upon  it  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(l)  To  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  carriers  providing  service 
under  this  order  shall  use  the  employees 
who  normally  would  have  performed  the 
work  in  connection  with  traffic  moving 
over  the  lines  subject  to  this  Order. 

(m)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  January 
10. 1981. 

(n)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
March  31, 1981,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  49  U.S.C.  10304, 10305,  and 
Section  122,  Pub.  L.  96-254. 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads.  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director. 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  H.  O'Brien.  Joel  E.  Bums 
not  participating. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A — RI  lines  Authorized  to  be 
Operated  by  Interim  Operators 

1.  Louisiana  and  Arkansas  Railway 
Company  (L&A):  A.  Tracks  one  through  six  of 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company's  (RIJ  Cadiz  yard  in  Dallas,  Texas, 
commencing  at  the  point  of  connection  of  RI 
track  six  with  the  tracks  of  The  Atchinson, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company 
(ATSF)  in  the  southwest  quadrant  of  the 
crossing  of  the  ATSF  and  the  Missouri- 
Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Company  (MKT)  at 
interlocking  station  No.  19. 

2.  Peoria  and  Pekin  Union  Railway 
Company  (P&PU);  All  Peoria  Terminal 
Railroad  property  on  the  east  side  of  the 
Illinois  River,  located  within  the  city  limits  of 
Pekin,  Illinois. 

3.  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company  (UP): 

A.  Beatrice,  Nebraska. 

B.  Approximately  36.5  miles  of  trackage 
extending  from  Fairbury,  Nebraska,  to  RI 
Milepost  581.5  north  of  Hallam,  Nebraska. 

C.  Limon,  Colorado. 


4.  Toledo,  Peoria  and  Western  Railroad 
Company  (TP&W): 

A.  Keokuk,  Iowa. 

B.  Peoria  Terminal  Company  trackage  from 
Hollis  to  Iowa  Junction,  Illinois. 

5.  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  (BN): 

A.  Burlii^ton,  Iowa  (milepost  0  to  milepost 
2.06). 

B.  Fairfield,  Iowa  (milepost  275.2  to 
milepost  274.7). 

C.  Henry,  Illinois  (milepost  126)  to  Peoria, 
Illinois  (milepost  164.35)  including  the  Keller 
Branch  (mileposts  1.55  to  8.62). 

D.  Phillipsburg,  Kansas  (milepost  282)  to 
CBQ  Junction,  Kansas  (milepost  325.9). 

E.  CBQ  Junction,  Kansas  (milepost  325.9)  to 
Seibert,  Colorado  (milepost  487). 

6.  Foii  Worth  and  Denver  Railway 
Company  (FW&D): 

*A.  From  Groom  (milepost  718.9)  to  Adrian, 
Texas  (milepost  809.5),  including  terminal 
trackage  at  Amarillo,  and  approximately  (3) 
three  miles  northerly  along  the  old  Liberal 
Line. 

B.  North  Fort  Worth,  Texas  (milepost  603.0 
to  milepost  611.4). 

7.  Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  (CBrNW): 

A.  From  Minneapolis-St.  P^uil,  Minnesota, 
to  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

B.  From  Rock  Junction  (milepost  5.2)  to 
Inver  Grove,  Minnesota  (milepost  0). 

C.  From  Inver  Grove  (milepost  344.7)  to 
Northwood,  Minnesota. 

D.  From  Clear  Lake  Junction  (milepost 
191.1)  to  Short  Line  Junction,  Iowa  (milepost 
73.6). 

E.  From  Short  Line  Junction  Yard  (milepost 
354)  to  West  Des  Moines,  Iowa  (milepost 
364). 

F.  From  Short  Line  Junction  (milepost  73.6) 
to  Carlisle,  Iowa  (milepost  64.7). 

G.  From  Carlisle  (milepost  64.7)  to  Allerton, 
Iowa  (milepost  0). 

H.  ^m  Allerton,  Iowa  (milepost  363)  to 
Trenton,  Missouri  (milepost  415.9). 

L  From  Trenton  (milepost  415.9)  to  Air  Line 
Junction,  Missouri  (milepost  502.2). 

J.  From  Iowa  Falls  (milepost  97.4)  to 
Esterville,  Iowa  (milepost  206.9). 

K.  From  Bricelyn,  Minnesota  (milepost  57.7) 
to  Ocheyedan,  Iowa  (milepost  246.7). 

L  From  Palmer  (milepost  454.5)  to  Royal, 
Iowa  (milepost  502). 

M.  From  Dows  (milepost  113.4)  to  Forest 
City,  Iowa  (milepost  158.2). 

N.  From  Cedar  Rapids  (milepost  100.5)  to 
Cedar  River  Bridge,  Iowa  (milepost  96.2)  and 
to  serve  all  industry  formerly  served  by  the 
RI  at  Cedar  Rapids. 

O.  From  Newton  (milepost  320.5)  to 
Earlham,  Iowa  (milepost  388.6). 

P.  Sibley,  Iowa. 

Q.  Worthington,  Minnesota. 

R.  Altoona  to  Pella,  Iowa. 

S.  Carlisle,  Indianola,  Iowa. 

T.  Omaha,  Nebraska  (between  milepost  502 
to  milepost  504). 

U.  Earlham,  (milepost  388.6)  to  Dexter, 

Iowa  (milepost  393.5). 

8.  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  SL  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (Milwaukee): 

A.  From  West  Davenport,  through  and 
including  Muscatine,  to  Fruitland,  Iowa, 
including  the  lowa-Illinois  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  near  Fruitland. 


B.  Washington,  Iowa. 

C  From  Newport,  to  a  point  near  the  east 
bank  of  the  Mississippi  River,  sufficient  to 
serve  Northwest  Oil  Refinery,  at  St  Paul 
Paric,  Miimesota. 

9.  Davenport,  Rock  Island  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  (DRI): 

A.  Davenport  Iowa. 

B.  Moline,  Illinois. 

C.  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  includ.ng  26th 
Street  yard. 

D.  From  Rock  Island  through  Milan,  Illinois, 
to  a  point  west  of  Milan  sufficient  to  include 
service  to  the  Rock  Island  Industrial  complex. 

E.  From  East  Moline  to  Silvis,  Illinois. 

F.  From  Davenport  to  Iowa  City,  Iowa. 

G.  From  Rock  Island,  Illinois,  to  Davenport, 
Iowa,  sufficient  to  include  service  to  Rock 
Island  arsenal. 

10.  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
(ICG):  Ruston,  Louisiana. 

11.  St  Louis  Southwestern  Railway 
Company  (SSW): 

A.  From  Brinkley  to  Briark,  Arkansas,  and 
at  Stuttgart  Arkansas. 

B.  At  North  Topeka,  Kansas. 

12.  Little  Rock  S'  Western  Railway 
Company:  From  Little  Rock,  Aikansas 
(milepost  135.2)  to  Perry,  Arkansas  (milepost 
184.2);  and  fitim  Little  Rock  (milepost  136.4) 
to  the  Missouri  Pacific/RI  Interchange 
(milepost  130.6). 

13.  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company: 
From  Little  Rock,  Aikansas  (milepost  135.2) 
to  Hazen,  Arkansas  (milepost  91.5);  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas  (milepost  135.2)  to  Pulaski, 
Arkansas  (milepost  141.0);  Hot  Springs 
Junction  (milepost  0.0)  to  and  including  Rock 
Island  milepost  4.7. 

14.  Missouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad 
Company /Oklahoma,  Kansas  and  Texas 
Railroad  Company: 

A.  Herington-Ft.  Worth  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  171.7  within  the  City  of 
Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for  a 
distance  of  439.5  miles  to  milepost  613.5 
within  the  City  of  Ft  Worth,  Texas,  and  use 
of  Fort  Worth  and  Denver  trackage  between 
Purina  Junction  and  Tower  55  in  Ft  Worth. 

B.  Ft.  Worth-DaUas  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  611.0  within  the  City  of 
FL  Wort^  Texas,  and  extending  for  a 
distance  of  34  miles  to  milepost  646,  within 
the  City  of  Dallas,  Texas. 

C.  El  Reno-Oklahoma  City  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  beginning  at  milepost  513.3  within  the 
City  of  El  Reno,  Oklahoma,  and  extending  for 
a  distance  of  16.9  miles  to  milepost  496.4 
within  the  City  of  Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma. 

D.  Salina  Branch  Line  of  Rock  Island: 
beginning  at  milepost  171.4  within  the  City  of 
Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for  a 
distance  of  27.4  miles  to  milepost  196.8  in  the 
City  of  Abilene,  Kansas,  including  RI 
trackage  rights  over  the  line  of  the  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  to  Salina, 
(including  yard  tracks)  Kansas. 

E.  Right  to  use  Joint  with  other  authorized 
carriers  the  Herington-Topeka  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  beginning  at  milepost  171.7  within  the 
City  of  Herington,  Kansas,  and  extending  for 
a  distance  of  81.6  miles  to  milepost  89.9 
within  the  City  of  Topeka.  Kansas,  as  bridge 
rights  only. 

F.  Rock  Island  rights  of  use  on  the  Wichita 
Union  Terminal  Railway  Company  and  the 
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Wichita  Terminal  Association,  all  located  in 
Wichita,  Kansas. 

G.  Rock  Island  right  to  use  interchange 
tracks  to  interchange  with  the  Great 
Southwest  Railroad  Company  located  in 
Grand  Prairie,  Texas. 

H.  The  Atchison  Branch  from  Topeka,  at 
milepost  90.5,  to  Atchison,  Kansas,  at 
milepost  519.4  via  St.  Joseph,  Missouri,  at 
mileposts  0.0  and  498.3,  including  the  use  of 
interchange  and  yard  facilities  at  Topeka,  St. 
Jc'>,‘ph  and  Atchison,  and  the  trackage  rights 
used  by  the  Rock  Island  to  form  a  continuous 
service  route,  a  distance  of  111.6  miles. 

I.  That  part  of  the  Mangum  Branch  Line 
from  Chickasha,  milepost  0.0  to  Anadarko  at 
milepost  18,  thence  south  on  the  Anadarko 
Line  at  milepost  460.5  to  milepost  485.3  at 
Richards  Spur,  a  distance  of  42.8  miles. 

|.  Oklahoma  City-McAlester  Line  of  Rock 
Island:  Beginning  at  milepost  496.4  within  the 
City  of  Oldahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  and 
extending  for  a  distance  of  131.4  miles  to 
milepost  365.0  within  the  City  of  McAlester, 
Oklahoma. 

15.  The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western 
Railroad  Company: 

A.  From  Colorado  Springs  (milepost  609.1) 
to  and  including  all  rail  facilities  at  Colorado 
Springs  and  Roswell,  Colorado  (milepost 
602.8],  all  in  the  vicinity  of  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado. 

16.  Norfolk  and  Western  Railway 
Company:  is  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  PaciHc 
Railroad  Company  running  southerly  from 
Pullman  Junction,  Chicago,  Illinois,  along  the 
western  shore  of  Lake  Calumet 
approximately  four  plus  miles  to  the  point, 
approximately  2,500  feet  beyond  the  railroad 
bridge  over  the  Calumet  Exressway,  at  which 
point  the  R1  track  connects  to  Chicago 
Regional  Port  District  track:  and  running 
easterly  from  Pullman  Junction 
approximately  1,000  feet  into  the  lead  to 
Clear-View  Plastics,  Inc.,  for  the  purpose  of 
serving  industries  located  adjacent  to  such 
tracks  and  connecting  to  the  Chicago 
Regional  Port  District  Any  trackage  rights 
arrangements  which  existed  between  ^e 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  and  other  carriers,  and  which 
extend  to  the  Chicago  Regional  Port  District 
Lake  Calumet  Harbor,  West  Side,  will  be 
continued  so  that  shippers  at  the  pmrt  can 
have  NW  rates  and  routes  regardless  of 
which  carrier  performs  switching  services. 

17.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Co.: 

A.  At  Okeene,  Oklahoma. 

B.  At  Lawton,  Oklahoma. 

18.  Southern  Railway  Campany: 

A.  At  Memphis,  Tennessee. 

19.  Cadillac  and  Lake  City  Railroad: 

A.  From  Sandown  Jimction  (milepost  0.1)  to 
and  including  junction  with  DRGW  Belt  Line 
(milepost  3.9]  all  in  the  vicinity  of  Denver, 
Colorado. 

20.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company: 
A.  From  Blue  Island,  Illinois  (milepost  15.7] 

to  Bureau,  Illinois  (milepost  114.2],  a  distance 
of  98.5  miles. 

21.  Louisiana  Midland  Railway  Company: 
A.  From  Hodge,  Louisiana  (milepost  173.3] 

to  Alexandria,  Louisiana  (milepost  247.8), 


which  includes  assumption  of  RI's  trackage 
rights  over  the  Louisiana  and  Arkansas 
Railway  Company  between  Winnfield, 
Louisiana,  and  Alexandria.  Louisiana,  and 
the  RI’s  track  and  yard  in  Alexandria, 
Louisiana. 

22.  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  Railway 
Company  (CIC): 

A.  From  the  west  intersection  of  Lafayette 
Street  and  South  Capitol  Street,  Iowa  City, 
Iowa,  southward  for  approximately  2.2  miles, 
terminating  at  the  intersection  of  the  RI 
tracks  and  the  southern  line  of  Section  21, 
Township  79  North,  Range  6  West,  Johnson 
County,  Iowa,  including  spurs  of  the  main 
trackage  to  serve  various  industry;  and  to 
effect  interchange  with  the  Davenport,  Rock 
Island  and  North  Western  Railway  Company. 

23.  Keota  Washington  Transportation 
Company: 

A.  From  Keota  to  Washington,  Iowa;  to 
effect  interchange  with  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  at  Washington,  Iowa,  and  to  serve 
any  industries  on  the  former  RI  which  are  not 
being  served  presently. 

24.  The  La  Sa/7e  and  Bureau  County 
Railroad  Company: 

*A.  From  Chicago  (milepost  0.60]  and  Blue 
Island,  Illinois  (milepost  16.61],  and  yard 
tracks  6, 9  and  10;  and  crossover  115  to  effect 
interchange  at  Blue  Island,  Illinois. 

B.  From  Western  Avenue  (Subdivision  lA, 
milepost  16.6]  to  119th  Street  (Subdivision  lA, 
milepost  14.8),  at  Blue  Island  Illinois. 

25.  Fordyce  and  Princeton  Railroad 
Company  (FP): 

A.  From  Fordyce  to  Crossett,  Arkansas, 
which  includes  assumption  of  RI's  trackage 
rights  over  the  Ashley,  Drew  and  Northern 
Railway  Company  between  Whitlow  Junction 
and  Crossett,  Arkansas. 

tt  26._7’/ie  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company: 

A.  At  Alva,  Oklahoma. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
so  CFR  Part  33 

Sport  Fishing;  Special  Regulations 

agency:  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Special  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Director  has  determined 
that  the  opening  to  sport  fishing  of 
certain  National  Wildlife  Refuges  in  the 
states  of  Oklahoma  and  Texas  is 
compatible  with  the  objectives  for  which 
these  areas  were  established,  will 
utilized  a  renewable  national  resource, 
and  will  provide  additional  recreational 
opportimity  to  the  public.  This  document 

I  ‘Changed, 
tt  Added. 


establishes  special  regulations  effective 
for  the  upcoming  sport  fishing  seasons. 
DATES:  January  1, 1981  through 
December  31, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  Refuge  Manager  at  the  address 
and/or  telephone  number  listed  below 
in  the  body  of  these  Special  Regulations. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

General  conditions 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the 
National  Wil^ife  Refuges  indicated 
below  in  accordance  with  50  CFR  33  and 
the  following  special  regulations. 

Portions  of  refuges  which  are  open  to 
sport  fishing  are  designated  by  signs 
and/or  delineated  on  maps.  No  vehicle 
travel  is  permitted  except  on  designated 
maintained  roads  and  trails.  Special 
conditions  applying  to  individual  refuges 
are  listed  on  leaflets  available  at  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  Area 
Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
300  E.  8th  Street,  Room  G-121,  Austin, 
Texas  78701. 

The  Refuge  Recreation  Act  of  1962  (16 
U.S.C.  460K]  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  administer  such  areas  for 
public  recreation  as  an  appropriate 
incidental  or  secondary  use  only  to  the 
extent  that  it  is  practicable  and  not 
inconsistent  with  the  primary  objectives 
for  which  the  area  was  established.  In 
addition,  the  Refuge  Recreation  Act 
requires  (1)  that  such  recreational  use 
will  not  interfere  with  the  primary 
purpose  for  which  the  areas  were 
established,  and  (2)  that  funds  are 
available  for  the  development, 
operation,  and  maintenance  of  the 
permitted  forms  of  recreation. 

The  recreational  use  authorized  by 
these  regulations  will  not  interfere  with 
the  primary  purposes  for  which  these 
National  Wildlife  Refuges  were 
established.  This  determination  is  based 
upon  consideration  of,  among  other 
things,  the  Service’s  Final 
Environmental  Statement  on  the 
Operation  of  the  National  Wildlife 
Refuge  System  published  in  November 
1976.  Funds  are  available  for  the 
administration  of  the  recreational 
activities  permitted  by  these  regulations. 

Fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions; 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fishing: 
for  individuai  wiidlif e  refuge  area. 

Sport  fishing  is  permitted  on  the 
following  areas: 
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Oklahoma 

Salt  Plains  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  76,  Jet,  Oklahoma  73749, 
telephone  405-626-4794.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  The  open  season  for  sport 
fishing  on  the  refuge  extends  from  April 
15, 1981  through  October  15, 1981,  in 
Great  Salt  Plains  Lake,  as  posted;  in 
Sand  Creek;  the  three  main  channels  of 
Salt  Fork  Riven  and  north  of  the  right-of- 
way  of  Oklahoma  State  Highway  11,  as 
posted.  (2)  It  is  illegal  to  take  game  fish 
by  any  means  other  than  hook  and  line. 
Trotlines  must  be  removed  from  waters 
at  the  close  of  the  fishing  season. 

Sequoyah  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  695,  Vian,  Oklahoma  74962, 
telephone  918-773-5251.  Special 
conditions;  (1)  The  open  season  for  sport 
fishing  on  the  refuge  extends  from 
January  1, 1981  through  December  31, 
1981,  except  for  an  area  of 
approximately  2,200  acres  south  of  Vian 
Creek  and  east  of  the  refuge  tour  road, 
as  posted,  to  be  closed  during  the 
periods  January  1, 1981  through  March 
15, 1981,  and  from  October  1, 1981 
through  December  31, 1981,  and  for  an 
area  of  approximately  200  acres  known 
as  the  Hog  Pen,  west  of  Moody  Ramp 
shall  be  posted  as  closed  during  the 
period  April  1, 1981  through  May  31, 

1981.  (2)  some  refuge  roads  leading  to 
waters  open  to  fishing  may  be  closed,  as 
posted,  ftom  January  1, 1981  through 
March  5, 1981,  and  from  October  1, 1981 
through  December  31, 1981. 

Tishomingo  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  248,  Tishomingo,  Oklahoma 
73460,  telephone  405-371-2402.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  Sport  fishing  is  permitted 
in  all  waters  of  the  Tishomingo  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  during  the  period  of 
March  1, 1981  through  September  30, 
1981.  (2)  TrotUnes,  juglines,  throwlines, 
and  similar  fishing  equipment  may  be 
used  only  in  Lake  Texoma  and  the 
Washita  River  and  must  be  removed 
from  these  waters  for  the  periods 
January  1, 1981  through  February  29, 
1981,  and  October  1, 1981  through 
December  31, 1981.  (3)  For  the  periods  of 
January  1, 1981  through  February  28, 
1981,  and  October  1, 1981  through 
December  31, 1981,  bank  fishing  is 
permitted  in  the  immediate  area  of  the 
Rufuge  headquarters  boat  launching 
ramp.  Big  Sandy.  Bell,  Rock  Creeks,  and 
Dick's  Pond,  except  that  all  Refuge 
waters  are  closed  to  fishing  during  the 
special  fall  deer  hunt  as  posted.  (4) 

Night  fishing  will  be  premitted  in  the 
refuge  headquarters  area  with  a  free 
annual  fishing  permit  to  be  issued  at  the 
refuge  headquarters.  (5)  All  fishing  must 
be  in  accordance  with  Oklahoma 
Department  of  Wildlife  Conservation 
sport  fishing  regulations. 


Washita  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Route  1,  Box  68,  Butler,  Oklahoma  73625, 
telephone  405-473-2205.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  The  open  season  for  sport 
fishing  on  the  refuge  extends  from 
March  5, 1981  through  October  14, 1981, 
except  that  the  eastern  shoreline  of  Foss 
Reservoir  from  the  Lakeview  Recreation 
Area  to  the  Pitts  Creek  Recreation  Area 
and  the  eastern  bank  of  Pitts  Creek  itself 
shall  be  open  to  year-round  bank 
fishing.  (2)  Access  is  permitted  only 
from  designated  recreation  areas, 
namely:  McClure,  Riverside,  Owl  Cove, 
Pitts  Creek  and  Lakeview  and  by  boat 
from  Foss  Reservoir,  (3)  Seining  is 
prohibited  in  all  refuge  waters.  (4) 
Trotlines  must  be  removed  from  all 
refuge  waters  on  or  before  October  14, 
1981.  (5)  Boats  and  other  flotation 
devices  are  prohibited  in  all  refuge 
waters  from  October  15, 1980  through 
March  14, 1981. 

Wichita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  448,  Cache,  Oklahoma  73527, 
telephone  405-429-3222.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  The  open  season  for  sport 
fishing  is  permitted  in  all  waters  in  the 
public  use  area  except  areas  closed  by 
sign  and  in  marked  swimming  areas 
from  January  1, 1981  through  December 
31, 1981.  (2)  Fish  may  be  taken  only  with 
closely  attended  poles  and  lines,  or  rods 
and  reels.  Possession  or  use  of  trotlines, 
set  lines,  limblines,  or  juglines  is 
prohibited.  (3]  Fishermen  may  use  one- 
man  inner  tube-type  fishing  floaters, 
lifejackets  or  buoyant  vests  to  take  fish 
in  all  waters  open  to  fishing.  Wading  is 
permitted  when  fishing.  (4)  Fishermen 
may  use  hand-powered  boats  on  Jed 
Johnson,  Rush,  Quanah  Parker,  and 
French  Lakes.  (5)  The  taking  of  frogs  by 
any  means  is  prohibited.  (6)  Gigs,  spears 
or  similar  devices  (but  not  including 
bow  and  arrows)  containing  not  more 
than  3  points  with  no  more  than  2  barbs 
may  only  be  used  in  Elmer  Thomas  Lake 
to  take  non-game  fish.  (7)  Obtaining  or 
using  any  type  of  bait  from  refuge  lands 
or  waters  is  prohibited. 

Texas 

Anahuac  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  278,  Anahuac,  Texas  77514, 
telephone  713-267-3337.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  Boats  and  floating 
devices  may  not  be  used  for  fishing  on 
inland  waters.  Boats  may  be  launched 
from  the  refuge  into  East  Bay.  (2)  In 
inland  waters,  fishing  is  permitted  only 
by  ordinary  pole  and  line,  rod  and  reel, 
or  hand-held  line.  Trotlines,  set  lines, 
bow  and  arrows,  gigs  and  spears  may 
not  be  used  in  inland  waters. 

Aransas  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

P.O.  Box  100,  Austwell,  Texas  77950, 


telephone  512-286-3559.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  Access  on  foot  to  the 
bays  is  permitted  only  at  entry  points 
designated  by  the  Refuge  Manager  or 
referenced  in  leaflets  available  at  refuge 
headquarters  near  Austwell,  Texas,  and 
from  the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  300  East  8th  Street, 
Austin,  Texas  78701.  (2)  Fishing  access 
is  permitted  fix)m  April  15, 1981  through 
October  14, 1981,  during  daylight  hours. 

(3)  Upon  entering  the  refuge,  fishermen 
are  required  to  register  for  fishing  at 
refuge  headquarter.  (4)  Boat  launching 
from  refuge  land  is  not  permitted.  (5) 

Any  designated  fishing  access  area  or 
portion  thereof  may  be  immediately 
closed  to  fishing  by  the  refuge  manager 
if  it  is  determined  that  fishing  activities 
are  significantly  disturbing  any  species 
of  wildlife. 

Brazoria  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

P.O.  Box  1088,  Angleton,  Texas  75515, 
telephone  713-849-6062.  Special 
condition:  (1)  Fishing  is  not  permitted  on 
interior  waters  except  Nicks  Lake,  Salt 
Lake  and  Lost  Lake. 

Buffalo  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O. 
Box  228,  Umbarger,  Texas  79091, 
telephone  806-499-3382.  Due  to  lack  of 
water  in  Buffalo  Lake,  the  refuge  is 
closed  to  fishing  for  Calendar  Year  1981. 

Hagerman  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
P.O.  Box  123,  Sherman.  Texas  75090, 
telephone  214-786-2826.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  Fishing  and  frogging  is 
permitted  from  April  1, 1981  through 
September  30, 1981.  Frogs  may  be  taken 
by  dip  net.  hands,  and  gigging  only.  (2) 
Trotlines  are  permitted  but  must  be 
removed  when  fishing  is  completed.  (3) 
Boating  is  permitted  during  fishing 
season.  Fishermen  are  cautioned  to  be 
alert  for  submerged  logs,  pipelines, 
stumps  and  abandoned  trotlines.  (4) 
Fishing  from  bridges  is  prohibited.  (5) 
Overnight  camping  and  firearms  are 
prohibited.  (6)  Swimming  and 
waterskiing  are  prohibited. 

Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  450,  Rio  Hondo.  Texas 
78583,  telephone  512-748-3607.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  Fishing  with  trotlines  is 
not  permitted.  (2)  The  refuge  ofiicer-in- 
charge  may  at  his  discretion  close  the 
fishing  area  for  public  safety,  to  protect 
wildlife,  or  to  protect  government 
property. 

McFaddin  Marsh  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  278,  Anahuac,  Texas 
77514,  telephone  713-267-3337.  Special 
conditions:  (1)  In  inland  waters,  fishing 
is  permitted  only  by  ordinary  pole  and 
line,  rod  and  reel  or  hand-held  line. 
Trotlines,  net  lines,  bow  and  arrows, 
gigs  and  spears  may  not  be  used  in 
inland  waters.  (2)  Airboats  are  limited  in 
size  to  no  more  than  ten  horsepower. 
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Muleshoe  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
P.O.  Box  549,  Muleshoe.  Texas  79347, 
telephone  806-946-3341.  Due  to  lack  of 
water  in  the  lakes,  the  refuge  is  closed 
to  Hshing  for  Calendar  Year  1981. 

The  provisions  of  this  special 
regulation  supplement  the  regulations 
which  govern  hshing  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 

Part  33.  The  public  is  invited  to  offer 
suggestions  and  comments  at  any  time. 

Note. — ^The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
has  determined  that  this  document  does  not 
contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact 
Statement  under  Executive  Order  11949  and 
OBM  Circular  A-107. 

Vy*  Ellis  Klett, 

Area  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1324  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  amj 
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Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Cotton  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  421.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  cotton  crop  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  cotton  crop  insurance 
may  be  offered.  This  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  update  the  list  of  those 
counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  421, 
Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
cotton  crop  insurance  will  be  offered 
does  not  constitute  a  review  as  to  need, 
currency,  clarity,  and  effectiveness  of 
these  regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

7  CFR  Part  421 

[Arndt.  No.  2] 

Cotton  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Cotton  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
to  include  additional  cotton  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  notify 
producers  in  these  additional  counties 
that  they  are  now  eligible  to  participate 
in  the  program. 

date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  se^.),  the 


Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Cotton  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  421) 
as  Amendment  No.  2,  and  (2)  to 
supersede  Amendment  No.  1  to  the 
Cotton  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  20. 1979  (44  FR  75371-75372). 

Appendix  B 


Limestone 

Perry 

Lowndes 

Pickens 

Macon 

Russell 

Madison 

Shelby 

Marengo 

Talladega 

Monroe 

Tuscaloosa 

Montgomery 

Wilcox 

Morgan 

Arizona 

Cochise 

Pima 

Graham 

Pinal 

Maricopa 

Yuma 

Arkansas 

Arkansas 

Lawrence 

Ashley 

Lee 

Chicot 

Lincoln 

Clay 

Lonoke 

Craighead 

Miller 

Crittenden 

Mississippi 

Conway 

Monroe 

Cross' 

Phillips 

Desha 

Poinsett 

Drew 

Prairie 

Greene 

Pulaski 

[ackson 

Randolph 

Jefferson 

St.  Francis 

Lafayette 

Woodruff 

California 

Fresno 

Madera 

Imperial 

Merced 

Kem 

Riverside 

Kings 

Tulare 

Florida 

Santa  Rosa 

Georgia 

Bartow 

Jefferson 

Ben  Mill 

Laurens 

Bleckley 

Lee 

Brooks 

Macon 

Burke 

Miller 

Calhoun 

Mitchell 

Clay 

Pulaski 

Colquitt 

Randolph 

Cook 

Screven 

Crisp 

Sumter 

Decatur 

Terrell 

Dodge 

•  Thomas 

Dooly 

Tift 

Early 

Turner 

Emanuel 

Washington 

Houston 

Irwin 

Worth 

Kentucky 

Fulton 

Louisiana 

Acadia 

Madison 

Avoyelles 

Morehouse 

Bossier 

Natchitoches 

Caddo 

Ouachita 

Caldwell 

Pointe  Coup<!e 

Catahoula 

Rapides 

Concordia 

Red  River 

East  Carroll 

Richland 

Evangeline 

St.  Landry 

Franklin 

Tensas 

l.afayette 

West  Carroll 

Counties  Designated  for  Cotton  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  421 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  421.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  cotton  crop 
insurance: 


Alabama 


Autauga 

De  Kalb 

Barbour 

Elmore 

Blount 

Escambia 

Calhoun 

Etowah 

Cherokee 

Franklin 

Chilton 

Greene 

Coffee 

Hale 

Colbert 

Jackson 

Covington 

Lamar 

Cullman 

Lauderdale 

Dallas 

Lawrence 
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Mississippi 


Adams 

Marshall 

Alcom 

Monroe 

Attala 

Montgomery 

Benton 

Noxubee 

Bolivar 

Panola 

Calhoun 

Pontotoc 

Carroll 

Prentiss 

Chickasaw 

Quitman 

Coahoma 

Rankin 

Dc  Soto 

Sharkey 

Grenada 

Sunflower 

Hinds 

Tate 

Holmes 

Tallahatchie 

Humphreys 

Tippah 

Issaquena 

Tunica 

Itawamba 

Union 

Lafayette 

Warren 

Lee 

Washington 

Leflore 

Webster 

Lowndes 

Yalobusha 

Madison 

Yazoo 

Missouri 

Butler 

Pemiscot 

Dunklin 

Scott 

Mississippi 

Stoddard 

New  Madrid 

New  Mexico 

Chaves 

Luna 

Dona  Ana 

Quay 

Eddy 

Roosevelt 

Lee 

North  Carolina 

Anson 

Nash 

Cleveland 

Northampton 

Edgecombe 

Robeson 

Halifax 

Scotland 

Hoke 

Union 

Oklahoma 

Beckham 

Greer 

Caddo 

Harmon 

Custer 

Jackson 

Comanche 

Kiowa 

Cotton 

Tillman 

Grady 

Washita 

South  Carolina 

Aiken 

Florence 

Allendale 

Hampton 

Anderson 

Kershaw 

Bamberg 

Laurens 

Barnwell 

Lee 

Calhoun 

Lexington 

Chester 

Marion 

Chesterfield 

Marlboro 

Clarendon 

Orangeburg 

Darlington 

Spartanburg 

Dillon 

Sumter 

Dorchester 

Williamsburg 

Edgefield 

York 

Tennessee 

Carroll  ' 

Lake 

Chester 

Lauderdale 

Crockett 

Lawrence 

Dyer 

Lincoln 

Fayette 

McNairy 

Franklin 

Madison 

Gibson 

Giles 

Hardeman 

Haywood 

Henderson 

Obion 

Shelby 

Tipton 

Weakley 

Texas 

Andrews 

Bailey 

Armstrong 

Baylor 

Austin 

Bee 

Bell 

Johnson 

Borden 

Jones 

Bosque 

Kaufman 

Brazos 

Kent 

Briscoe 

Kleberg 

Burleson 

Knox 

Caldwell 

Lamar 

Calhoun 

Lamb 

Cameron 

Limestone 

Castro 

Live  Oak 

Childress 

Lubbock 

Cochran 

Lynn 

Coleman 

Martin 

Collin 

Matagorda 

Collingsworth 

McCulloch 

Concho 

McLennan 

Coryell 

Midland 

Cottle 

Milam 

Crosby 

Mithcell 

Dallas 

Motley 

Dawson 

Navarro 

Deaf  Smith 

Nolan 

Delta 

Nueces 

Denton 

Parmer 

Dickens 

Pecos 

Donley 

Presidio 

Ellis 

Reagan 

El  Paso 

Red  River 

Falls 

Reeves 

Fannin 

Refugio 

Fisher 

Robertson 

Floyd 

Runnels 

Foard 

San  Patricio 

Fort  Bend 

Scurry 

Frio 

Starr 

Gaines 

Stonewall 

Garza 

Swisher 

Glasscock 

Tarrant 

Gray 

Taylor 

Grayson 

Terry 

Guadalupe 

Throckmorton 

Hale 

Tom  Green 

Hall 

Travis 

Hardeman 

Uvalde 

Haskell 

Victoria 

Hidalgo 

Wharton 

Hill 

Wheeler 

Hockley 

Wichita 

Howard 

Wilbarger 

Hudspeth 

Willacy 

Hunt 

Williamson 

Jackson 

Yoakum 

Jim  Wells 

Zavala 

Virginia 

Southampton 

(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Stat.  72,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  0M6  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December  17, 
1980 

Peter  F.  Cole, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1233  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  amj 
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7  CFR  Part  424 

[Arndt.  No.  2] 

Rice  Crop  insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Rice  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  to 
include  additional  rice  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  proposed  amendment  is 
to  notify  producers  in  these  additional 
counties  that  they  will  be  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  program  if  the 
proposed  rule  is  adopted. 
date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978],  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978],  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
signiHcant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Corp  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.],  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Rice  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  424.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  rice  crop  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  rice  crop  insurance 
may  be  offered.  This  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  update  the  list  of  those 
counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  424, 
Appendix  B. 
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It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where  rice 
crop  insurance  will  be  offered  does  not 
constitute  a  review  as  to  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness  of  these 
regulations  under  the  provisions  of  ' 
Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
"Improving  Government  Regulations" 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review  . 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  se^.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Rice  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  424)  as 
Amendment  No.  2,  and  (2)  to  supersede 
Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Rice  Crop 
Insiuance  Regulations  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  20, 1979 
(44  FR  75372). 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Rice  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  424 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  424.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  rice  crop  insurance: 


Adcansas 


Arkansas 

Jefferson 

Ashley 

Lafayette 

Chicot 

Lawrence 

Clark 

Lee 

Clay 

Lincoln 

Conway 

Lonoke 

Craighead 

Miller 

Crittenden 

Monroe 

Cross 

Poinsett 

Desha 

Prairie 

Drew 

Pulaski 

Faulkner 

Randolph 

Greene 

St.  Francis 

Independence 

White 

Jackson 

Woodruff 

California 

Butte 

San  Joaquin 

Colusa 

Stanislaus 

Fresno 

Sutter 

Gleen 

Tulare 

Kern 

Yolo 

Merced 

Yuba 

Sacramento 

Louisiana 

Acadia 

Jefferson  Davis 

Allen 

Lafayette 

Beauregard 

Morehouse 

Calcasieu 

Ouachita 

Cameron 

Richland 

East  Carroll 

St.  Landry 

Evangeline 

Vermilion 

Mississippi 

Bolivar 

Sunflower 

Leflore 

Washington 

Missouri 

Butler 

Stoddard 

Ripley 

Texas 

Austin  fackson 

Brazoria  jefferson 

Calhoun  Lavaca 

Chambers  Liberty 

Colorado  Matagorda 

Fort  Bend  Victoria 

Galveston  Waller 

Harris  Wharton 

(Secs.  506,  516,  P.L  75-430.  52  Stat.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506. 1516]) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  speciHcally  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-05  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager, 

|FR  Doc.  81-1200  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 
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7  CFR  Part  425 

[Amendment  No.  2] 

Peanut  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Peanut  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
to  include  additional  peanut  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  notify 
producers  in  these  additional  counties 
that  they  are  now  eligible  to  participate 
in  the  program. 

date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager.  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary.  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 


Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23,  i 
1978),  and  has  been  classiHed  as  “not  j 
significant." 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.},  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Peanut  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  425.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  peanut  crop  insuurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  peanut  crop  insurance 
may  be  offered.  This  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  update  the  list  of  these 
counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  425, 
Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
peanut  crop  insurance  will  be  offered 
does  not  constitute  a  review  as  to  need, 
currency,  clarity,  and  effectiveness'of 
these  regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary'  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations" 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.). 
the  federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Peanut  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  425) 
as  Amendment  No.  2,  and  (2)  to 
supersede  Amendment  No.  1  to  the 
Peanut  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  20. 1979  (44  FR  75372-75373). 


In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  425.1,  the  following  counties  are 
designated  for  peanut  crop  insurance: 

State  and  County  and  Type(s)  of  Peanuts 
Insured 
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State  and  County  and  Type(s)  of  Peanuts 
Insured— Continued 


State  and  County  and  Type(s)  of  Peanuts 
Insured — Continued 


Ha 

..  ..  Do. 

Florida: 

Runner, 

.  Do. 

(sh,  Virginia. 

Gaines . 

_ _  Southwest 

Do. 

. .  Do. 

Do. 

.  . .  Do. 

. .  Do. 

Gadsden _ _ 

_  Do. 

Runner. 

..  -  Do. 

. . .  Do. 

.  On 

. . .  Do. 

_  ..  Do. 

. .  Do. 

.  Dn 

Georgia: 

Medirta _ 

. . .  Do. 

Baker... . 

. . .  Hurrner,  Southeast  Span- 

Milam . 

_ _ _  Do. 

ish,  Virginia. 

Motley . 

. . .  Do. 

Ben  Hill . 

. .  Do. 

Waller . 

.  Do. 

.  Do 

Bleckley . 

.  Do. 

Runner. 

Bulloch. . 

_  Do. 

Virginia: 

Spanish, 


Spanish, 


Spanish. 


Calhoun- . . 

Candler _ 

Clay _ _ 

Coffee . 

Colquitt _ 

Cook . . 

Crisp . . 

Decatur . — 

Dodge _ 

Dooly . . . 

Early . 

Grady - 

Houston _ 

Irwin _ — 

Laupens _ 


Lowrtdes _ 

Miller . . 

MitcheH _ 

Montgomery _ 

Randolph _ 

Sertilnole _ 

Stewart. 
Sumter.. 

Taylor _ 

Tattnall _ 

TeHair.,. . 

Terrell _ 

Thomas _ 

Tih _ _ 

Toombs _ 

Turner 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 


Worths  ..  _ 

Da 

New  Mexico:  Roosevelt _ 

Valencia 

North  Carolina: 

Runner,  Virginia 
Virginia 

Do. 

Virginia 

Runner,  Virginia. 
Virginia 

Halifajc....-  _ _ 

Runr)er.  Vir9in»a. 
Do. 

Pitt . 

Virginia. 

Washington . . 

Do. 

Oklahoma: 

Bryan., 
Comcnanche.. 

Caddo . . 

Grady . 

Jackson . . 


Southwest  Spanish. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 


South  Carolina: 

.  . .  "  Do. 

... _  _  Da 

.  Drt 

Da 

.  Oo 

Texas: 

Runner. 

^  _  Do 

_ _ _  Do. 

_  „  Do. 

_ _  Do 

Commanche... 

. —  -  Do. 

.  Do 

_  Do. 

Erath . 

_ _  Do. 

Spanish. 


binwiddie . 

Greensville .. 
Isle  of  Wight 
Prince  George . 
Southampton ... 
Suffolk  Oty.. 

Surrey . 

Sussex . 


Virginia. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


(Secs.  506,  516,  P.L.  75-430,  52  Stat.  72,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December  17, 
1980. 

Peter  F.  Cole, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated;  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  61-1236  Filed  1-13-61;  6:45  am] 
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7  CFR  Part  427 

(Amendment  No.  3] 

Oat  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Oat  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  to 
include  additional  oat  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  proposed  amendment  is 
to  notify  producers  in  these  additional 
counties  that  they  will  be  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  program  if  the 
proposed  rule  is  adopted. 
date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  bn  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
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Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,'  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classiHed  as  “not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Oat  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  427.1,  which  states  that  before 
insurance  is  offered  in  any  county,  there 
shall  be  published  in  Appendix  B  to  this 
part  the  names  of  the  counties  in  which 
oat  crop  insurance  will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  oat  crop  insurance 
may  be  offered.  This  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  update  the  list  of  those 
counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  427, 
Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where  oat 
crop  insurance  will  be  offered  does  not 
constitute  a  review  as  to  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness  of  these 
regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Oat  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  427)  as 
Amendment  No.  3,  and  (2)  to  supersede 
Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Oat  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  20, 1979 
(44  FR  75373). 
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Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Oat  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  427 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  427.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  oat  crop  insurance: 


California 

Modoc 

liiinois 

Bureau 

lo  Daviess 

Carroll 

Ogle 

Henry 

Stephenson 

Iowa 

Adair 

Jackson 

Adams 

jasper 

Allamakee 

jefferson 

Appanoose 

Johnson 

Audubon 

jones 

Benton 

Keokuk 

Black  Hawk 

Kossuth 

Boone 

Lee 

Bremer 

Linn 

Buchanan 

Louisa 

Buena  Vista 

Lucas 

Butter 

Lyon 

Calhoun 

Madison 

Carroll 

Mahaska 

Cass 

Marion 

Cedar 

Marshall 

Cerro  Gordo 

Mills 

Cherokee 

Mitchell 

Chickasaw 

Monona 

Clarke 

Montgomery 

Clay 

Muscatine 

Clayton 

O'Brien 

Clinton 

Osceola 

Crowford 

Page 

Dallas 

Palo  Alto 

Davis 

Plymouth 

Decatur 

Pocahontas 

Delaware 

Polk 

Des  Moines 

Pottawatthmie 

Dickinson 

Poweshiek 

Dubuque 

Sac 

Emmet 

Scott 

Fayette 

Shelby 

Floyd 

Sioux 

Franklin 

Story 

Fremont 

Tama 

Greene 

Taylor 

Grundy 

Union 

Guthrie 

Van  Burcn 

Hamilton 

Wapello 

tiancock 

Warren 

Hardin 

Washington 

Harrison 

Webster 

Henry 

Winnebago 

Howard 

Winneshiek 

Humboldt 

Woodbury 

Ida 

Worth 

Iowa 

Wright 

Kansas 

Dickinson 

Marion 

Michigan 

Barry 

Kent 

Calhoun 

Lapeer 

Clinton 

Montcalm 

Eaton 

St.  Clair 

Huron 

Sanilac 

Ionia 

Isabella 

Tuscola 

Minnesota 

Anoka 

Benton 

Becker 

Big  Stone 

Beltrami 

Blue  Earth 

Brown 

Goodhue 

Carver 

Grant 

Chippewa 

Hennepin 

Chisago 

Houston 

Clay 

Hubbard 

Clearwater 

Isanti 

Cottonwood 

Jackson 

Crow  Wing 

/  Kanabec 

Dakota 

Kandiyohi 

Dodge 

Kittson 

Douglas 

Lac  qui  Parle 

Faribault 

Lake  of  the  Woods 

Fillmore 

Freeborn 

Le  Sueur 

Lincoln 

Lyon 

Renville 

McLeod 

Rice 

Mahnomen 

Rock 

Marshall 

Roseau 

Martin 

Scott 

Meeker 

Sherburne 

Mille  Lacs 

Sibley 

Morrison 

Steams 

Mower 

Steele 

Murray 

Stevens 

Nicollet 

Swift 

Nobles 

Todd 

Norman 

Traverse 

Olmsted 

Wabasha 

Otter  Tail 

Wadena 

Pennington 

Waseca 

Pine 

Washington 

Pipestone 

Watonwan 

Polk 

Wilkin 

Pope 

Winona 

Red  Lake 

Wright 

Redwood 

Yellow  Medicine 

Montana 

Phillips 

Valley 

Nebraska 

Antelope 

Gage 

Boone 

Knox 

Boyd 

Pierce 

Cedar 

Platte 

Dakota 

Thurston 

Dixon 

Wayne 

New  York 

Cattaraugus 

Montgomery 

Cayuga 

Oneida 

Erie 

Onondaga 

Genesee 

Orleans 

Jefferson 

Otsego 

Madison 

Tompkins 

Monroe 

Wayne 

North  Dakota 

Adams 

McLean 

Barnes 

Mercer 

Benson 

Morton 

Billings 

Mountrail 

Bottineau 

Nelson 

Bowman 

Oliver 

Burke 

Pembina 

Burleigh 

Pierce 

Cass 

Ramsey 

Cavalier 

Ransom 

Dickey 

Renville 

Divide 

Richland 

Dunn 

Rolette 

Eddy 

Sargent 

Emmons 

Sheridan 

Foster 

Sioux 

Golden  Valley 

Slope 

Grant 

Stark 

Griggs 

Steele 

Hettinger 

Stutsman 

Kidder 

Towner 

La  Moure 

Traill 

Logan 

Walsh 

McHenry 

Ward 

McIntosh 

Wells 

McKenzie 

Williams 

Ohio 


Ashtabula 

Mercer 

Columbiana 

Portage 

Coshocton 

Stark 

Holmes 

Trumbull 

Lorain 

Wayne 

Mahoning 

Oregon 

Klamath 

Pennsylvania 

Armstrong 

Juniata 

Bedford 

Lawrence 

Berks 

Lehigh 

Bradford 

Lycoming 

Butler 

Mercer 

Cambria 

Northumberland 

Centre 

Perry 

Chester 

Schuylkill 

Columbia 

Snyder 

Crawford 

Somerset 

Cumberland 

Tioga 

Dauphin 

Union 

Indiana 

Westmoreland 

South  Dakota 

Aurora 

Hutchinson 

Beadle 

Hyde 

Bennett 

Jerauld 

Bon  Homme 

Kingsbury 

Brookings 

Lake 

Brown 

Lincoln 

Brule 

Lyman 

Buffalo 

McCook 

Butte 

McPherson 

Campbell 

Marshall 

Charles  Mix 

Mellette 

Clark 

Miner 

Clay 

Minnehaha 

Codington 

Moody 

Corson 

Perkins 

Davison 

Potter 

Day 

Roberts 

Deuel 

Sanborn 

Dewey 

Spink 

Douglas 

Stanley 

Edmunds 

Sully 

Faulk 

Todd 

Grant 

Tripp 

Gregory 

Turner 

Hamlin 

Union 

Hand 

Walworth 

Hanson 

Yankton 

Harding 

Ziebach 

Hughes 

Texas 

Colorado 

Fisher 

Cottle 

Harris 

Wisconsin 

Barron 

Juneau 

Brown 

Kenosha 

Buffalo 

Kewaunee 

Calumet 

La  Crosse 

Chippewa 

Lafayette 

Clark 

Langlade 

Columbia 

Manitowoc 

Crawford 

Marathon 

Dane 

Marinette 

Dodge 

Marquette 

Door 

Monroe 

Dunn 

Oconto 

Eau  Claire 

Outagamie 

Fond  du  Lac 

Ozaukee 

Grant 

Pepin 

Green 

Pierce 

Green  Lake 

Polk 

Iowa 

Portage 

Jackson 

Racine 

Jefferson 

Richland 
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Rock 

Rusk 

St.  Croix 

Sauk 

Shav/ano 

Sheboygan 

Taylor 

Trempealeau 


Vernon 

Walworth 

Washington 

Waukesha 

Waupaca 

Waushara 

Winnebago 

Wood 


(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Stat  72,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)). 


Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 


Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated;  January  7, 1981 . 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

IFR  Doc.  81-12m  Filed  1-13-81: 8;45  ami 
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7  CFR  Part  431 
[Amendment  No.  3] 

Soybean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Soybean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
to  include  additional  soybean  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  proposed  amendment  is 
to  notify  producers  in  these  additional 
counties  that  they  will  be  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  program  if  the 
proposed  rule  is  adopted. 
date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by'not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 


Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978],  and  has  been  classified  as  "not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seg. ),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Soybean  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  431.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  soybean  crop 
insurance  will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  soybean  crop 
insurance  may  be  offered.  This  proposed 
rule  is  intended  to  update  the  list  of 
those  counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR 
Part  431,  Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
soybean  crop  insurance  will  be  offered 
does  not  constitute  a  review  as  to  need, 
currency,  clarity,  and  effectiveness  of 
these  regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
"Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seg.], 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  _ 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Soybean  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  431) 
as  Amendment  No.  3,  and  (2)  to 
supersede  Amendment  No.  1  to  the 
Soybean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  20, 1979  (44  FR  75374-75375). 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Soybean  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  431 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  431.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  soybean  crop 
insurance: 

Alabama 

Aulaiiga  Conecuh 

Baldwin  Covinglon 

Bullock  Crenshaw 

Butler  Cullman 

Calhoun  Dalliis 

Cherokee  Oc  Kalb 

Coffee  Elmore 

Colbert  Escambia 


Etowah 

Marengo 

Franklin 

Marion 

Geneva 

Marshall 

Greene 

Mobile 

Hale 

Monroe 

Henry 

Montgomery 

Houston 

Morgan 

Jackson 

Perry 

Lamar 

Pickens 

Lauderdale 

Pike 

Lawrence 

Russell 

Limestone 

Shelby 

Lowndes 

Sumter 

Macon 

Talladega 

Madison 

Wilcox 

Arkansas 

Arkansas 

Lafayette 

Ashley 

Lawrence 

Chicot 

Lee 

Clark 

Lincoln 

Clay 

Little  River 

Conway 

Lonoke 

Craighead 

Miller 

Crawford 

Mississippi 

Crittenden 

Monroe 

Cross 

Phillips 

Desha 

Poinsett 

Drew 

Prairie 

Faulkner 

Pulaski 

Greene 

Randolph 

Independence 

St.  Francis 

Jackson 

White 

Jefferson 

Woodruff 

Kent 

Delaware 

Sussex 

New  Castle 

Alachua 

Florida 

Jackson 

Calhoun 

Jefferson 

Columbia 

Levy 

Escambia 

Madison 

Gadsden 

Okaloosa 

Gilchrist 

Santa  Rosa 

Hamilton 

Suwannee 

Holmes 

Washington 

Appling 

Georgia 

Jenkins 

Atkinson 

Johnson 

Bacon 

Laurens 

Baker 

Lee 

Barlow 

Lowndes 

Ben  Hill 

Macon 

Berrien 

Marion 

Bleckley 

Miller 

Brooks 

Mitchell 

Bulloch 

Montgomery 

Burke 

'  Peach 

Calhoun  1 

Pierce 

Candler 

Pulaski 

Coffee 

Randolph 

Colquitt 

Screven 

Cook 

Seminole 

Crawford 

Stewart 

Crisp 

Sumter 

Decatur 

Tattnall 

Dodge 

Taylor 

Dooly 

Telfair 

Dougherty 

Terrell 

Early 

Thomas 

EfFinghum 

Tift 

Emanuel 

Toombs 

Evans 

Treutlen 

Floyd 

Turner 

Grady 

Washington 

Hart 

Wayne 

Houston 

Webster 

Irwin 

Wheeler 

Jeff  Davis 

Wilcox 

Jefferson 

Worth 
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Illinois 


Adams 

Livingston 

Alexanxiar 

Logan 

Bond 

McDonough 

Boone 

McHenry 

Brown 

McLean 

Bureau 

Macon 

Calhoun 

Macoupin 

Carroll 

Madison 

Cass 

Marion 

Campaign 

Marshall 

Christian 

Mason 

Clark 

Massac 

Clay 

Menard 

Clinton 

Mercer 

Coles 

Monroe 

Crawford 

Montgomery 

Cumberland 

Morgan 

De  Kalb 

Moultrie 

De  Witt 

Ogle 

Douglas 

Peoria 

Du  Page 

Perry 

Edgar 

Piatt 

Edwards 

Pike 

Effingham 

Pope 

Fayette 

Pulaski 

Ford 

Putnam 

Franklin 

Randolph 

Fulton 

Richland 

Gallatin 

Rock  Island 

Greene 

St.  Clair 

Grundy 

Saline 

Hamilton 

Sangamon 

Hancock 

Schuyler 

Hardin 

Scott 

Henderson 

Shelby 

Henry 

Stark 

Iroquois 

Stephenson 

Jackson 

Tazewell 

Jasper 

Union 

Jefferson 

Vermilion 

Jersey 

Wabash 

Jo  Daviess 

Warren 

Johnson 

Washington 

Kane 

Wayne 

Kankakee 

White 

Kendall 

Whiteside 

Knox 

Will 

Lake 

Williamson 

La  Salle 

Winnebago 

Lawrence 

Woodford 

Lee 

Indiana 

Adams 

Howard 

Allen 

Huntington 

Bartholomew 

Jackson 

Benton 

Jasper 

Blackford 

lay 

Boone 

Jefferson 

Carroll 

Jennings 

Cass 

Johnson 

Clark 

Knox 

Clay 

Kosciusko 

Clinton 

Lagrange 

Daviess 

Lake 

Dearborn 

La  Porte 

Decatur 

Lawrence 

De  Kalb 

Madison 

Delaware 

Marion 

Dubois 

Marshall 

Elkhart 

Martin 

Fayette 

Miami 

Fountain 

Montgomeiy 

Franklin 

Morgan 

Fulton 

Newton 

Gibson 

Noble 

Grant 

Orange 

Greene 

Owen 

Hamilton 

Parke 

Hancock 

PerJv 

Harrison 

Pik4 

Hendricks 

Porter 

Henry 

Posey 

Pulaski 

Tippecanoe 

Putnam 

Tipton 

Randolph 

Union 

Ripley 

Vanderburgh 

Rush 

Vermillion 

St.  Joseph 

Wabash 

Scott 

Warren 

Shelby 

Warrick 

Spencer 

Washington 

Starke 

Wayne 

Steuben 

Wells 

Sullivan 

White 

Switzerland 

Whitley 

Iowa 

Adair 

Jefferson 

Adams 

Johnson 

Allamakee 

Jones 

Appanoose 

Keokuk 

Audubon 

Kossuth 

Benton 

Lee 

Balck  Hawk 

Liim 

Boone 

Louisa 

Bremer 

Lucas 

Buchanan 

Lyon 

Buena  Vista 

Madison 

Butler 

Mahaska 

Calhoun 

Marion 

Carroll 

.  Marshall 

Cass 

Mills 

Cedar 

Michell 

Cerro  Gordo 

Monona 

Cherokee 

Monroe 

Chickasaw 

Montgomery 

Clarke 

Muscatine 

Clay 

O'Brien 

Clayton 

Osceola 

Clinton 

Page 

Crawford 

Palo  Alto 

Dallas 

Plymouth 

Davis 

Pocahontas 

Decatur 

Polk 

Delaware 

Pottawattamie 

Des  Moines 

Poweshiek 

Dickinson 

Ringgold 

Dubuque 

Sac 

Emmet 

Scott 

Fayette 

Shelby 

Floyd 

Sioux 

Franklin 

Story 

Fremont 

Tama 

Greene 

Taylor 

Grundy 

Union 

Guthrie 

Van  Buren 

Hamilton 

Wapello 

HancocJr 

Warren 

Hardin 

Washington 

Harrison 

Wayne 

Henry. 

Webster 

Howard 

Winnebago 

•  Humboldt 

Winneshiek 

Ida 

Woodbury 

Iowa 

Worth 

Jackson 

Wright 

Jasper 

Kansas 

Allen 

Jackson 

Anderson 

Jefferson 

Atchison 

Johnson 

Bourbon 

Kiowa 

Brown 

Labette 

Butler 

Leavenworth 

Cherokee 

Liim 

Clay 

Lyon 

Coffee 

McPherson 

Crawford 

Marion 

Dickinson 

Marshall 

Doniphan 

Miami 

Douglas 

Montgomery 

Edwards 

Nemaha 

Franklin 

Neosho 

Greenwood 

Osage 

Harvey 

Pottawatomie 

Sedgwick 

Wabaunsee 

Shawnee 

Wilson 

Sumner 

Woodson 

Allen 

Kentucky 

Livingston 

Ballard 

Logan 

Breckenridge 

McCracken 

Butler 

Marshall 

Caldwell 

Meade 

Calloway 

Muhlenberg 

Carlisle 

Nelson 

Christian 

Ohio 

Crittenden 

Shelby 

Fulton 

Simpson 

Graves 

Taylor 

Grayson 

Todd 

Hancock 

Trigg 

Hardin 

Trimble 

Henderson 

Union 

Hickman 

Warren 

Hopkins 

Webster 

Larue 

Acadia 

Louisiana 

Jefferson  Davis 

Allen 

Lafayette 

Avoyelles 

Madison 

Beauregard 

Morehouse 

Bossier 

Natchitoches 

Caddo 

Ouachita 

Calcasieu 

Pointe  Coupee 

Caldwell 

Rapides 

Cameron 

Red  River 

Catahoula 

Richland 

Concordia 

St.  Landry 

East  Carroll 

St.  Martin 

Evangeline 

Tensas 

Franklin 

Vermilion 

Iberville 

West  Carroll 

Caroline 

Maryland 

Queen  Annes 

Carroll 

St.  Marys 

Cecil 

Somerset 

Charles 

Talbot 

Dorchester 

Wicomico 

Kent 

Worcester 

Berrien 

Michigan 

Macomb 

Branch 

Midland 

Calhoun 

Monroe 

Cass 

Montcalm 

Clinton 

Saginaw 

Eaton 

St.  Clair 

Genesee 

St.  Joseph 

Gratiot 

Sanilac 

Hillsdale 

Shiawassee 

Hiuon 

Tuscola 

Ionia 

Van  Buren 

Isabella 

Washtenaw 

Lenawee 

Anoka 

Minnesota 

Hennepin 

Becker 

Houston 

Benton 

Isanti 

Big  Stone 

Jackson 

Blue  Earth 

Kandiyohi 

Brown 

Lac  qui  Parle 

Carver 

Le  Sueur 

Chippewa 

Lincoln 

Chisago 

Lyon 

Clay 

McLeod 

Cottonwood 

Martin 

Dakota 

Meeker 

Dodge 

Mille  Lacs 

Douglas 

Morrison 

Faribault 

Mower 

Fillmore 

Murray 

Freeborn 

Nicollet 

Goodhue 

Nobles 

Grant 

Norman 
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Olmsted 

Stevens 

Otter  Tail 

Swift 

Pipestone 

Todd 

Pope 

Traverse 

Redwood 

Wabasha 

Renville 

Waseca 

Rice 

Washington 

Rock 

Watonwan 

Scott 

Wilkin 

Sibley 

Winona 

Steams 

Wright 

Steele 

Yellow  Medicine 

Mississippi 

Adams 

Madison 

Alcorn 

Marshall 

Attala 

Monroe 

Benton 

Montgomery 

Bolivar 

Noxubee 

Calhoun 

Panola 

Carroll 

Pearl  River 

Chickasaw 

Pontotoc 

Claiborne 

Prentiss 

Clay 

Quitman 

Coahoma 

Rankin 

De  Soto 

Sharkey 

George 

Sunflower 

Grenada 

Tallahatchie 

Hinds 

Tate 

Holmes 

Tippah 

Humphreys 

Tunica 

Issaquena 

Union 

Itawamba 

Warren 

Lafayette 

Washington 

Lee 

Webster 

Leflore 

Yalobusha 

Lowndes 

Yazoo 

Missouri 

Adair 

Lewis 

Andrew 

Lincoln 

Atchison 

Linn 

Audrain 

Livingston 

Barton 

Macon 

Bates 

Marion 

Benton 

Mercer 

Bollinger 

Mississippi 

Boone 

Moniteau 

Buchanan 

Monroe 

Butler 

Montgomery 

Caldwell 

New  Madrid 

Callaway 

Nodaway 

Cape  Girardeau 

Osage 

Carroll 

Pemiscot 

Cass 

Perry 

Chariton 

Pettis 

Clark 

Pike 

Clay 

Platte 

Clinton 

Putnam 

Cooper 

Ralls 

Dade 

Randolph 

Davis 

Ray 

De  Kalb 

Ripley 

Dunklin 

St.  Charles 

Franklin 

St.  Clair 

Gentry 

Ste.  Genevieve 

Grundy 

Saline 

Harrison 

Schuyler 

Henry 

Scotland 

Holt 

Scott 

Howard 

Shelby 

lackson 

Stoddard 

(asper 

Sullivan 

Johnson 

Vernon 

Knox 

Warren 

Uifayette 

Worth 

Nebraska 

Antelope 

Cedar 

Boone 

Colfax 

Buffalo 

Cuming 

Burl 

Dakota 

Butler 

Dixon 

Cass 

Dodge 

Douglas 

Richardson 

Gage 

Sarpy 

Knox 

Saunders 

Lancaster 

Seward 

Madison 

Stanton 

Nemaha 

Thurston 

Otoe 

Washington 

Pierce 

Wayne 

Platte 

New  Jersey 

Burlington 

Mercer 

Cumberland 

Monmouth 

Gloucester 

Hunterdon 

Salem 

North  Carolina 

Alamance 

Iredell 

Anson 

Johnson 

Beaufort 

Jones 

Bertie 

Lenoir 

Bladen 

Martin 

Brunswick 

Nash 

Cabarrus 

Northampton 

Camden 

•  Onslow 

Chowan 

Pamlico 

Cleveland 

Pasquotank 

Columbus 

Perquimans 

Craven 

Pender 

Cumberland 

Pitt 

Currituck 

Randolph 

Davidson 

Robeson 

Duplin 

Rowan 

Edgecombe 

Sampson 

Franklin 

Scotland 

Gates 

Stanly 

Granville 

Tyrrell 

Greene 

Wake 

Guilford 

Warren 

Halifax 

Washington 

Harnett 

Wayne 

Hertford 

Wilson 

Hoke 

Yadkin 

Hyde 

North  Dakota 

Grand  Forks 

Ohio 

Adams 

Lorain 

Allen 

Lucas 

Ashland 

Madison 

Auglaize 

Marion 

Brown 

Medina 

Butler 

Mercer 

Champaign 

Miami 

Clark 

Montgoniery 

Clermont 

Morrow 

Clinton 

Ottawa 

Crawford 

Paulding 

Darke 

Pickaway 

Defiance 

Preble 

Delaware 

Putnam 

Erie 

Richland 

Fairfield 

Ross 

Fayette 

Sandusky 

Franklin 

Seneca 

Fulton 

Shelby 

Greene 

Stark 

Hancock 

Trumbull 

Hardin 

Union 

Henry 

Van  Wert 

Highland 

Warren 

Huron 

Wayne 

Knox 

Williams 

Licking 

Wood 

Logan 

Wyandot 

Oklahoma 

Craig  Mayes 

Grady  Muskogee 

Hughes  Ottawa 

McCurtain  _  Wagoner 


Pennsylvania 


Berks 

Montgomery 

Bucks 

Northampton 

Aiken 

South  Carolina 

Hampton 

Allendale 

Horry 

Anderson 

Kershaw 

Bamberg 

Laurens 

Barnwell 

Lee 

Berkeley 

Lexington 

Calhoun 

Marion 

Chesterfield 

Marlboro 

Clarendon 

Newberry 

Colleton 

Orangeburg 

Darlington 

Richland 

Dillon 

Saluda 

Dorchester 

Spartanburg 

Edgefield 

Sumter 

Florence 

Williamsburg 

Georgetown 

York 

Greenville 

Bon  Homme 

South  Dakota 

Lake 

Brookings 

Lincoln 

Charles  Mix 

McCook 

Clay 

Minnehaha 

Deuel 

Moody 

Grant 

Roberts 

Hamlin 

Turner 

Hutchinson 

Union 

Kingsbury 

Yankton 

Bedford 

Tennessee 

Lake 

Benton 

Lauderdale 

Carroll 

Lawrence 

Cheatham 

Lincoln 

Chester 

McNairy 

Coffee 

Madison 

Crockett 

Maury 

Decatur 

Montgomery 

Dryer 

Obion 

Fayette 

Robertson 

Franklin 

Rutherford 

Gibson 

Shelby 

Giles 

Sumner 

Hardeman 

Tipton 

Hardin 

Warren 

Haywood 

Weskley 

Henderson 

Williamson 

Henry 

Brazoria 

Texas 

Jefferson 

Chambers 

Lamar 

Colorado 

Lamb 

Delta 

Liberty 

Fort  Bend 

Lubbock 

Floyd 

Matagorda 

Galveston 

Red  River 

Hale 

Swisher 

Harris 

Walller 

Jackson 

Wharton 

Accomack 

Virginia 

Mecklenburg 

Amelia 

Northampton 

Brunswick 

Northumberland 

Carolina 

Pittsylvania 

Chesapeake 

Prince  George 

Dinwiddie 

Richmond 

Essex 

Southampton 

Greensville 

Suffolk  City 

Hanover 

Surry 

Isle  of  Wight 

Sussex 

King  and  Queen 

Virginia  Beach 

King  Willian 

Westmoreland 

Buffalo 

Wisconsin 

Dane 

Columbia 

Dunn 
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Jackson  ' 

Jefferson 

Kenosha 

Pepin 

Pierce 

Polk 

Racine 


Rock 

St.  Croix 

Trempealeau 

Walworth 

Waukesha 

Winnebago 


(Secs.  506,  516.  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Stat.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516) 

Note. — This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  ONIB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation 
Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

(KR  Doc.  81-1198  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am| 
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7  CFR  Part  432 

[Amendment  No.  2] 

Corn  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Com  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  to 
include  additional  corn  counties 
approved  by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The 
purpose  of  this  proposed  amendment  is 
to  notify  producers  in  these  additional 
counties  that  they  will  be  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  program  if  the 
proposed  rule  is  adopted. 

DATE:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 


(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  etseq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Com  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  432.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  corn  crop  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  com  crop  insurance 
may  be  offered.  This  proposed  rule  is 
intended  to  update  the  list  of  those 
counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR  Part  432, 
Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where  com 
crop  insurance  will  be  offered  does  not 
constitute  a  review  as  to  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness  of  these 
regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary's  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Com  Crop  Insmance 
Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  432)  as 
Amendment  No.  2,  and  (2)  to  supersede 
Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Com  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  20. 1979 
(44  FR  75375-75376). 


Jackson 

Lamar 

Lawrence 

Lowndes 

Madison 

Macon 

Marengo 

Marion 

Marshall 


Cochise 


White 


Butte 

Fresno 

Glenn 

Kem 

Kings 

Merced 


Adams 

Baca 

Bent 

Boulder 

Cheyenne 

Crowley 

Kit  Carson 

Larimer 

Logan 


Kent 

New  Castle 


Alachua 

Calhoun 

Columbia 

Escambia 

Gadsden 

Gilchrist 

Hamilton 

Holmes 


Appling 

Atkinson 

Bacon 

Baker 

Barton 

Ben  Hill 

Berrien 

Bleckley 

Brooks 

Bulloch 

Burke 


Appendix  B  Galhoun 

Candler 

Counties  Designated  for  Corn  Crop  Coffee 

Insurance— CFR  Part  432  Colquitt 

Cook 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7  Crawford 
CFR  432.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  com  crop  insurance; 


Alabama 

Dooly 

Dougherty- 

Autauga 

Cullman 

Early 

Baldwin 

Dale 

Effingham 

Barbour 

De  Kalb 

Emanuel 

Bullock 

Elmore 

Evans 

Butler 

Escambia 

Grady 

Calhoun 

Etowah 

Hart 

Cherokee 

Franklin 

Houston 

Coffee 

Geneva 

Irwin 

Conecuh 

Greene 

Jeff  Davis 

Covington 

Henry 

Jefferson 

Crenshaw 

Houston 

Jenkins 

Mobile 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Perry 

Pike 

Russell 

Sumter 

Talladega 

Wilcox 

Arizona 

Graham 

Arkansas 


California 

San  Joaquin 

Stanislaus 

Sutter 

Tulare 

Yuba 


Colorado 

Morgan 

Otero 

Phillips 

Prowers 

Pueblo 

Sedgwick 

Washington 

Weld 

Yuma 

Delaware 

Sussex 


Florida 

Jackson 

Jefferson 

Levy 

Madison 

Okaloosa 

Santa  Rosa 

Suwannee 

Washington 

Georgia 

Johnson 

Laurens 

Lee 

Lowndes 

Macon 

Marion 

Miller 

Mitchell 

Montgomery 

Peach 

Pierce 

Pulaski 

Randolph 

Screven 

Seminole 

Stewart 

Sumter 

Tattnall 

Taylor 

Telfair 

Terrell 

Thomas 

Tin 

Toombs 

Treutlen 

Turner 

Washington 

Wayne 

Webster 

Wheeler 

Wilcox 

Worth 
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Idaho 


Canyon 

Lincoln 

Cassia 

Minidoka 

Elmoro 

Owyhee 

Jerome 

Twin  Falls 

Illinois 

Adams 

Lee 

Alexander 

Livingston 

Bond 

Logan 

Boone 

McDonough 

Brown 

McHenry 

Bureau 

McLean 

Calhoun 

Macon 

Carroll 

Macoupin 

Cass 

Madison 

Campaign 

Marion 

Christian 

Mason 

Clark 

Massac 

Clay 

Menard 

Clinton 

Mercer 

Coles 

Monroe 

Crawford 

Montgomery 

Cumberland 

Morgan 

De  Kalb 

Moultrie 

De  Witt 

Olge 

Douglas 

Peoria 

Du  Page 

Piatt 

Edgar 

Perry 

Edwards 

Pike 

Effingham 

Pope 

Fayette 

Pulaski 

Ford 

Putnam 

Franklin 

Randolph 

Fulton 

Richland 

Gallatin 

Rock  Island 

Greene 

St.  Clair 

Grundy 

Saline 

Hamilton 

Sagamon 

Hancock 

Schuyler 

Hardin 

Scott 

Henderson 

Shelby 

Henry 

Stark 

Iroquois 

Stephenson 

Jackson 

Tazewell 

Jasper 

Union 

Jefferson 

Vermilion 

Jersey 

Wasbash 

Jo  Daviess 

Warren 

Johnson 

Washington 

Kane 

Wayne 

Kankakee 

White 

Kendall 

Whiteside 

Knox 

Will 

Lake 

Williamson 

La  Salle 

Winnebago 

Lawrence 

Woodford 

Indiana 

Adams 

Hamilton 

Allen 

Hancock 

Bartholomew 

Harrison 

Benton 

Hendricks 

Blackford 

Henry 

Boone 

Howard 

Carroll 

Huntington 

Cass 

Jackson 

Clark 

Jasper 

Clay 

Jay 

Clinton 

Jefferson 

Daviess 

Jennings 

Dearborn 

Johnson 

Decatur 

Knox 

De  Kalb 

Kosciusko 

Delaware 

Lagrange 

Dubois 

Lake 

Elkhart 

Lawrence 

Fayette 

La  Porte 

Fountain 

Madison 

Franklin 

Marion 

Fulton 

Marshall 

Gibson 

Martin 

Grant 

Miami 

Greene 

Montgomery 

Morgan 

Starke 

Newton 

Steuben 

Noble 

Sullivan 

Orange 

Switzerland 

Owen 

Tippecanoe 

Parke 

Tipton 

Perry 

Union 

Pike 

Vanderburgh 

Porter 

Vermillion 

Posey 

Vigo 

Pulaski 

Wabash 

Putnam 

Warren 

Randolph 

Warrick 

Ripley 

Washington 

Rush 

Wayne 

St.  Joseph 

Wells 

Scott 

White 

Shelby 

Whitley 

Spencer 

Iowa 

Adair 

Jefferson 

Adams 

Johnson 

Allamakee 

Jones 

Appanoose 

Keokuk 

Audubon 

Kossuth 

Benton 

Lee 

Black  Hawk 

Linn 

Boone 

Louisa 

Bremer 

Lucas 

Buchanan 

Lyon 

Buena  Vista 

Madison 

Butler 

Mahaska 

Calhoun 

Marion 

Carroll 

Marshall 

Cass 

Mills 

Cedar 

Mitchell 

Cerro  Gordo 

Monona 

Cherokee 

Monroe 

Chickasaw 

Montgomery 

Clarke 

Muscatine 

Clay 

O’Brien 

Clayton 

Osceloa 

Clinton 

Page 

Crawford 

Palo  Alto 

Dallas 

Plymouth 

Davis 

Pochontas 

Decatur 

Polk 

Delaware 

Pottawattamie 

Des  Moines 

Poweshiek 

Dickinson 

Ringgold 

Subuque 

Sac 

Emmet 

Scott 

Fayette 

Shelby 

Floyd 

Sioux 

Franklin 

Story 

Fremont 

Tama 

Greene 

Taylor 

Grundy 

Union 

Guthrie 

Van  Buren 

Hamilton 

Wapello 

Hancock 

Warren 

Hardin 

Washington 

Harrison 

Wayne 

Henry 

Webster 

Howard 

Winnebago 

Humboldt 

Winneshiek 

Ida 

Woodbury 

Iowa 

Worth 

Jackson 

Wright 

Jasper 

Kansas 

Atchison 

Edwards 

Bourbon 

Finney 

Brown 

Ford 

Butler 

Franklin 

Cheyenne 

Gove 

Clay 

Grant 

Crawford 

Gray 

Decatur 

Greeley 

Dickinson 

Hamilton 

Doniphan 

Harvey 

Douglas 

Haskell 

Hodgeman 

Pawnee 

Jackson 

Pottawatomie 

Jefferson 

Pratt 

Jewell 

Rawlins 

Johnson 

Republic 

Kearny 

Scott 

Kiowa 

Sedgwick 

Lane 

Seward 

Leavenworth 

Shawnee 

Linn 

Sheridan 

Logan 

Sherman 

Lyon 

Stafford 

McPherson 

Stanton 

Marion 

Stevens 

Marshall 

Sumner 

Meade 

Thomas 

Miami 

Trego 

Morton 

Wabaunsee 

Nemaha 

Wallace 

Ness 

Washington 

Osage 

Wichita 

Kentucky 

Allen 

Livingston 

Ballard 

Logan 

Barren 

McCracken 

Breckenridge 
Butler  ‘ 

McLean 

Marshall 

Caldwell 

Meade 

Calloway 

Muhlenberg 

Carlisle 

Nelson 

Christian 

Ohio 

Crittenden 

Shelby 

Daviess 

Simpson 

Graves  . 

Taylor 

Grayson 

Todd 

Hancock 

Trigg 

Hardin 

Trimble 

Henderson 

Union 

Hickman 

Warren 

Hopkins 

Larue 

Webster 

Louisiana 

Beauregard 

Pointe  Coupee 

Iberville 

Richland 

Maryland 

Baltimore 

Montgomery 

Caroline 

Queen  Annes 

Carroll 

St.  Marys 

Cecil 

Somerset 

Charles 

Talbot 

Dorchester 

Washington 

Frederick 

Wicomico 

Hartford 

Kent 

Worcester 

Michigan 

Allegan 

Kent 

Arenac 

Lapeer 

Barry 

Lenawee 

Bay 

Livingston 

Berrien 

Macomb 

Branch 

Mecosta 

Calhoun 

Midland 

Cass 

Monroe 

Clinton 

Montcalm 

Eaton 

Newaygo 

Genesee 

Ottawa 

Gratiot 

Saginaw 

Hillsdale 

St.  Clair 

Huron 

St.  Joseph 

Ingham 

Sanilac 

Ionia 

Shiawassee 

Isabella 

Tuscola 

Jackson 

Van  Buren 

Kalamazoo 

Washtenaw 

Minnesota 

Anoka 

Big  Stone 

Becker 

Blue  Earth 

Beltrami 

Brown 

Benton 

Carver 
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Chippewa 

Nicollet 

Chisago 

Nobles 

Clay 

Norman 

Clearwater 

Olmsted 

Crow  Wing 

Otter  Tail 

Cottonwood 

Pine 

Dakota 

Pipestone 

Dodge 

Polk 

Douglas 

Pope 

Faribault 

Redwood 

Fillmore 

Renville 

Freeborn 

Rice 

Goodhue 

Rock 

Grant 

Scott 

Hennepin 

Sherburne 

Houston 

Sibley 

Hubbard 

Steams 

Isanti 

Steele 

Jackson 

Stevens 

Kanabec 

Swift 

Kandiyohi 

Todd 

Lac  qui  Parle 

Traverse 

Le  Sueur 

Wabasha 

Lincoln 

Wadena 

Lyon 

Waseca 

McLeod 

Washington 

Martin 

Watonwan 

Meeker 

Wilkin 

Mille  Lacs 

Winona 

Morrison 

Wright 

Mower 

Murray 

Yellow  Medicine 

Mississippi 

Attala 

Marshall 

Calhoun 

Montgomery 

Claiborne  * 

Noxubee 

Clay 

Pearl  River- 

George 

Rankin 

Itawamba 

Tate 

Lafayette 

Webster 

Lowndes 

Yalobusha 

Missouri 

Adair 

Lawrence 

Andrew 

Lewis 

Atchison 

Lincoln 

Audrain 

Linn 

Barton 

Livingston 

Bates 

Macon 

Benton 

Marion 

Bollinger 

Mercer 

Boone 

Mississippi 

Buchanan 

Moniteau 

Butler 

Monroe 

Caldwell 

Montgomery 

Callaway 

New  Madrid 

Cape  Girardeau 

Nodaway 

Carroll 

Osage 

Cass 

Pemiscot 

Chariton 

Perry 

Claris 

Pettis 

Clay 

Pike 

Clinton 

Platte 

Cooper 

Putnam 

Dade 

Ralls 

Daviess 

Randolph 

De  Kalb 

Ray 

Dunklin 

St.  Charles 

Franklin 

St.  Clair 

Gentry 

Ste.  Genevieve 

Grundy 

Saline 

Harrison 

Schuyler 

Henry 

Scotland 

Holt 

Scott 

Howard 

Shelby 

lackson 

Stoddard 

jasper 

Sullivan 

Johnson 

Vernon 

Knox 

Warren 

Lafayette 

Worth 

Montana 


Big  Horn 

Richland 

Garbon 

Rosebud 

Custer 

Stillwater 

Dawson 

Treasure 

Lake 

Yellowstone 

Prairie 

Nebraska 

Adams 

Jefferson 

Antelope 

Johnson 

Banner 

Kearney 

Boone 

Keith 

Box  Butte 

Knox 

Boyd 

Lancaster 

Brown 

Lincoln 

Buffalo 

Madison 

Burt 

Merrick 

Butler 

Morrill 

Cass 

Nance 

Cedar 

Nemaha 

Chase 

Nuckolls 

Cheyenne 

Otoe 

Clay 

Pawnee 

Colfax 

Perkins 

Cuming 

Phelps 

Custer 

Pierce 

Dakota 

Platte 

Dawson 

Polk 

Deuel 

Red  Willow 

Dixon 

Richardson 

Dodge 

Rock 

Douglas 

Saline 

Dundy 

Sarpy 

Fillmore 

Saunders 

Franklin 

Scotts  Bluff 

Frontier 

Seward 

Furnas 

Sheridan 

Gage 

Sherman 

Garden 

Sioux 

Gosper 

Stanton 

Greely 

Thayer 

Hall 

Thurston 

Hamilton 

Valley 

Harlan 

Washington 

Hayes 

Wayne 

Hitchcock 

Webster 

Holt 

Wheeler 

Howard 

York 

New  Jersey 

Burlington 

Monmouth 

Cumberland 

Salem 

Hunterdon 

Mercer 

Warren 

New  Mexico 

Curry 

Roosevelt 

Lea 

Union 

Luna 

New  York 

Cattaraugus 

Oneida 

Cayuga 

Onondaga 

'Chautauqua 

Ontario 

Chenango 

Orleans 

Columbia 

Otsego 

Erie 

St.  Lawrence 

Genesee 

Seneca 

Jefferson 

Steuben 

Livingston 

Tompkins 

Madison 

Wayne 

Monroe 

Wyoming 

Montgomery 

Yates 

Niagara 

North  Carolina 

Alamance 

Brunswick 

Alleghany 

Cabarrus 

Anson 

Camden 

Beaufort 

Chowan 

Bertie 

Cleveland 

Bladen 

Columbus 

Craven 

Northampton 

Cumberland 

Onslow 

Currituck 

Pamlico 

Davidson 

Pasquotank 

Duplin 

Pender 

Edgecombe 

Perquimans 

Franklin 

Pitt 

Gates 

Randolph 

Granville 

Robeson 

Greene 

Rowan 

Guilford 

Sampson 

Halifax 

Scotland 

Harnett 

,  Stanly 

Hertford 

Surry 

Hoke 

Tyrrell 

Hyde 

Union 

Iredell 

Wake 

Johnston 

Warren  ^ 

jones 

Washington 

Lenoir 

Wayne 

Martin 

Wilson 

Nash 

Yadkin 

North  Dakota 

Burleigh 

La  Moure 

Cass 

Morton 

Dickey 

Ransom 

Dunn 

Richland 

Emmons 

Sargent 

Grand  Forks 

Traill 

Ohio 

Admas 

Lorain 

Allen 

Locus 

Ashland 

Madison 

Ashtabula 

Mahoning 

Auglaize 

Marion 

Brown 

Medina 

Butler 

Mercer 

Champaign 

Miami 

Clark 

Montgomery 

Clermont 

Morrow 

Clinton 

Muskingum 

Columbiana 

Ottawa 

Coshocton 

Paulding 

Crawford 

Pickaway 

Darke 

Portage 

Defiance 

Preble 

Delaware 

Putnam 

Erie 

Richland 

Fairfield 

Ross 

Fayette 

Sandusky 

Franklin 

Seneca 

Fulton 

'  Shelby 

Greene 

Stark 

Hancock 

Trumbull 

Hardin 

Tuscarawas 

Henry 

Union 

Highland 

Van  Wert 

Holmes 

Warren 

Huron 

Wayne 

Knox 

Williams 

Licking 

Wood 

Logan 

Wyandot 

Oklahoma 

Cimarron 

Mayes 

Grant 

Texas 

Harmon 

Pennsylvania 

Adams 

Cumberland 

Armstrong 

Dauphin 

Bedford 

Erie 

Berks 

Franklin 

Blair 

Huntingdon 

Bradford 

Indiana 

Bucks 

Juniata 

Butler 

I.ancaster 

Cambria 

Lawrence 

Centre 

Lebanon 

Chester 

Lehigh 

Columbia 

Lycoming 

Crawford 

Mercer 
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Mifflin 

Snyder 

Montgomery 

Somerset 

Northampton 

Tioga 

Northumberland 

Union 

Perry 

Westmoreland 

Schuylkill 

South  Carolina 

Allendale 

Greenville 

Anderson 

Hampton 

Bamberg 

Horry 

Barnewell 

Laurens 

Berkeley 

Newberry 

Calhoun 

Orangeburg 

Chesterfield 

Richland 

Clarendon 

Saluda 

Colleton 

Spartanburg 

Dillon 

Sumter 

Edgefield 

Williamsburg 

Florence 

York 

Georgetown 

South  Dakota 

Aurora 

Hughes 

Beadle 

Hutchinson 

Bennett 

Hyde 

Bon  Homme 

Jerauld 

Brookings 

Kingsbury 

Brown 

Lake 

Brule 

Lincoln 

Buffalo 

McCook 

Butte 

McPherson 

Campbell 

Marshall 

Charles  Mix 

Mellette 

Clark 

Miner 

Clay 

Minnehaha 

Codington 

Moody 

Corson 

Perkins 

Davison 

Potter 

Day 

Roberts 

Deuel 

Sanborn 

Dewey 

Spink 

Douglas 

Stanley 

Edmunds 

Sully 

Faulk 

Todd 

Grant 

Tripp 

Gregory 

Turner 

Hamlin 

Union 

Hand 

Walworth 

Hanson 

Yankton 

Harding 

Tennessee 

Bedford 

Henry 

Benton 

Lawrence 

Carroll 

Lincoln 

Cheatham 

McNairy 

Coffee 

Maury 

Crockett 

Montgomery 

Decatur  , 

Robertson 

Dyer 

Rutherford 

Franklin 

Sumner 

Gibson 

Warren 

Giles 

Weakley 

Hardin 

Williamson 

Henderson 

Texas 


Armstrong 

Atascosa 

Austin 

Biiiley 

Bee 

Bell 

Bexar 

Brazoria 

Caldwell 

Calhoun 

Cameron 

Carson 

Castro 

Colorado 

Uallam 


De  Witt 

Donely 

Duval 

Falls 

Fayette 

Floyd 

Fort  Bend 

Frio 

Gray 

Guadalupe 

Hale 

Hansford 

Harris 

Hartley 

Hidalgo 


Deaf  Smith 

Jackson 

Jim  Wells 

Parmer 

Karnes 

San  Patricio 

Lamb 

Sherman 

Lavaca 

Swisher 

Lee 

Uvalde 

Limestone 

Victoria 

Live  Oak 

Waller 

Lubbock 

Wharton 

Medina 

Williamson 

Milam 

Wilson 

Moore 

Zavala 

Utah 

Box  Elder 

Utah 

Virginia 

Accomack 

Loudoun 

Amelia 

Mecklenburg 

Brunswick 

Northampton 

Carolina 

Northumberland 

Chesapeake  City 

Pittsylvania 

Culpeper 

'  Prince  George 

Dinwiddle 

Richmond 

Essex 

Southampton 

Fauquier 

Suffolk  City 

Greensville 

Surry 

Halifax 

Sussex 

Isle  of  Wight 

Virginia  Beach 

King  and  Queen 

Westmoreland 

King  William 

Washington 

Franklin  Yakima 


Wisconsin 


Adams 

Marinette 

Barron 

Marquette 

Brown 

Monroe 

Buffalo 

Oconto 

Calumet 

Outagamie 

Chippewa 

Ozaukee 

Clark 

Pepin 

Columbia 

Pierce 

Crawford 

Polk 

Dane 

Portage 

Dodge 

Racine 

Door 

Richland 

Dunn 

Rock 

Eau  Claire 

Rusk 

Fond  du  Lac 

St.  Croix 

Grant 

Sauk 

Green 

Shawano 

Green  lake 

Sheboygan 

Iowa 

Taylor 

Jackson 

Trempealeau 

Jefferson 

Vernon 

Juneau 

Walworth 

Kenosha 

Washington 

Kewaunee 

Waukesha 

La  Crosse 

Waupaca 

Lafayette 

Waushara 

Langlade 

Winnebago 

Manitowoc 

Wood 

Marathon 

Wyoming 

Goshen 

Platte 

(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Stal.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)). 

Note. — This  action  will  not  have  a 

significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development:  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 

inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation 
Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1197  Filed  l-lS-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-OB-M 

7  CFR  Part  433 

[Amendment  No.  2j 

Dry  Bean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Profrased  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Dry  Bean  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  to  include  additional  dry 
bean  counties  approved  by  its  Board  of 
Directors.  The  purpose  of  this  proposed 
amendment  is  to  notify  producers  in 
these  additional  counties  that  they  will 
be  eligible  to  participate  in  the  program 
if  the  proposed  rule  is  adopted. 
date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be,  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FUR  I  HER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agricultiu'e,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23. 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant.”. 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  US.C.  1501  et  seq.],  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Dry  Bean  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  7  CFR  433.1,  which  states 
that  before  insurance  is  offered  in  any 
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county,  there  shall  be  published  in 
Appendix  B  to  this  part  the  names  of  the 
counties  in  which  dry  bean  crop 
insurance  will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  dry  bean  crop 
insurance  may  be  offered.  This  proposed 
rule  is  intended  to  update  the  list  of 
those  counties  as  contained  in  7  CFR 
Part  433,  Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where  dry 
bean  crop  insurance  will  be  offered  does 
not  constitute  a  review  as  to  need, 
currency,  clarity,  and  effectiveness  of 
these  regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  etseq.], 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  (1)  to  revise  and  reissue 
Appendix  B  to  the  Dry  Bean  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  433) 
as  Amendment  No.  2,  and  (2)  to 
supersede  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Dry 
Bean  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  20, 1979  (44  FR  75376). 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Dry  Bean  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  433 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  433.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  dry  bean  crop 
insurance: 

Colorado 

Boulder  Pueblo 


Kit  Carson  Sedgwiok 

Larimer  Washington 


Logan 

Weld 

Morgan 

Yuma 

Phillips 

Idaho 

Ada 

Lincoln 

Canyon 

Minidoka 

Cassia 

Owyhee 

Gooding 

Twin  Falls 

)erome 

Kansas 

Sherman 

Michigan 

Arenac 

Lapeer 

Bay 

Midland 

Clinton 

Montcalm 

Eaton 

Saginaw 

Genesee 

St.  Clair 

Gratiot 

Sanilac 

Huron 

Shiawassee 

Ionia 

Isabella 

Tuscola 

Nebraska 


Banner 

Kimball 

Box  Butte 

Morrill 

Chase 

Perkins 

Cheyenne 

Scotts  Bluff 

Deuel 

Sheridan 

Garden 

Sioux 

Keith 

North  Dakota 

Grand  Forks 

Traill 

Washington 

Adams 

Franklin 

Grant 

Wyoming 

Big  Horn 

Park 

Goshen 

Platte 

(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L  75-430,  52  Stat.  72,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  150^  1516)) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development:  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  DTC.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

EvereH  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

{FR  Doc.  81-1202  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 
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7  CFR  Part  434 
(Amendment  No.  1] 

Tobacco  (Dollar  Plan)  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Tobacco  (Dollar  Plan)  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  to  include 
additional  tobacco  counties  approved 
by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The  purpose  of 
this  proposed  amendment  is  to  notify 
producei's  in  these  additional  coimties 
that  they  will  be  eligible  to  participate  in 
the  program  if  the  proposed  rule  is 
adopted. 

DATE:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 


Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant." 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  etseq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Tobacco  (Dollar  Plan)  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  434.1, 
which  states  that  before  insurance  is 
offered  in  any  county,  there  shall  be 
published  in  Appendix  B  to  this  part  the 
name's  of  the  counties  in  which  the 
dollar  plan  of  tobacco  crop  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  tobacco  (dollar  plan) 
crop  insurance  may  be  offered.  This 
proposed  rule  is  intended  to  update  the 
hst  of  those  counties  as  contained  in  7 
CFR  Part  434,  Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
tobacco  (dollar  plan)  crop  insurance  will 
be  offered  does  not  constitute  a  review 
as  to  need,  currency,  clarity,  and 
effectiveness  of  these  regulations  under 
the  provisions  of  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  No.  1955,  and  “Improving 
Government  Regulations”  (43  FR  50988). 
That  review  will  be  completed  prior  to 
the  sunset  review  date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  etseq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Tobacco  (Dollar  Plan)  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  434) 
as  Amendment  No.  1. 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Tobacco 
(Dollar  Plan)  Crop  Insurance — 7  CFR 
Part  434 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  434.1,  the  following  counties  have 
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been  designated  for  tobacco  (dollar 
plan]  crop  insurance: 


state  and  county  Type(s) 


Alabama:  Butlet . . . 14 

Florida: 

Gadsden - - - - - - — . . .  14 

Gilchrist . . 14 

Levy . . . — . - . — .  14 

Georgia: 

Appling .  14 

BenHill _ _ 14 

Brantley . . . . — . . .  14 

Brooks . . . . . . . — .  14 

BuHoch _ _ _ _ _ _ — .  14 

Coffee . . . . .  14 

Colqoitt . .  _  _  .  —  _  14 

Cook . 14 

Decatur . .  _  . .  14 

Dodge _ _ _ - . .  14 

Effingham . 14 

Emanuel. _ _ 14 

Evans . . . . . — .  14 

Grady  _  14 

Jeff  Davis . . . . .  14 

Laurens _ _ _  14 

Lowndes .  14 

MitcheU _ _ _  14 

Montgomery _ _ _ _ _ 14 

Pierce . . . . . . .  14 

Tattnall _ _ _ _ _  14 

Thomas . . . . . .  14 

Tift...  _  _ _ _ _  14 

Toombs . . . .  14 

Treutlen . . . .  14 

Turner  . . .  14 

Ware  _ _  14 

Wayne . . . . .  14 

Whaler .  14 

Wilcox . 14 

Worth . 14 

Kentucky: 

Allen . . . . . .  35 

Butler _ _  35 

CaldweU . . . .  22.  35 

Calloway _ _ 23.  35 

Carlisle . . .  23.  35 

Christian _ _ _  22.  35 

Daviess . . . 36 

Graves _ _ _  23.  35 

Hancock _ 36 

Henderson. . 36 

Hopkins _ _ _ 36 

Logan _ _ _ _ _ _  22.  35 

McCracken . . .  23.  35 

McLean . .  _  36 

Marshak . . . . .  23.  35 

Muhlenburg . .  _  _  22.35 

Ohio .  36 

Simpson  . . . . . .  22.  35 

Todd . . . .  _  22.  35 

Trigg  .  „  _  _  22.35 

Warren . 35 

Webster  35 

North  Carolina: 

Alamance . . .  11a 

Alexander . . . . . . .  4  la 

Beaufort . . . .  _  12 

Bertie . 12 

Bladen _ 13 

Brunswick _ 13 

Carteret . . 12 

Caswell _ 11a 

Chatham _  11b 

Chowan . 12 

Columbus _ 13 

Craven  ....„ . 12 

Cumberland . .  13 

Davidson .  tia 

Davie  _  _  11a 

Duplin  _  12 

Durtianw— _ lib 

Edgecombe _ 12 

Forsythe .  11a 

Franklin . . .  11b 

Gates . . . . . . . _.  12 

Granville . . . . . . . .  1 1b 


State  and  county  Type(s) 


Greene .  12 

Guilford .  11a 

Halifax . - .  12 

Harnett . 11b 

Hertford . . 12 

Hoke...  _  _  13 

Iredell..  11a 

Johnston  _  12 

Jones . 12 

Lee .  11b 

Lenoir . 12 

Martin..  12 

Montgomery .  11b 

Moore . 11b 

Nash...  12 

Northampton . . 12 

Onslow  12 

Orange  11b 

Pamlico . 12 

Pender  12 

Person . 11a 

Pitt .  12 

Randolph  11a 

Richmond . 11b 

Robeson _ 13 

Rockingham . . 11a 

Sampson . . . . . — .  12 

Scotland . . . 13 

Stokes _ _ 11a 

Surry _ 11a 

Varwa _ _ 11b 

Wake . 11b 

Warren . 11b 

Washington _  12 

Wayne . . .  12 

Wilkes .  11a 

Wilson . .  12 

Yadkin . 11a 

South  Carolina: 

Berkeley . . .  13 

Colleton . . . . . . .  13 

Tennessee: 

Cheatham . . .  22.  35 

Dickson  22 

Henry . . .  23.  35 

Macon . .  35 

Montgomery .  22 

Robertson . . .  22.  35 

Stewart  22 

Sumner  22.  35 

Weakley . 23.  35 

Virginia: 

Amelia . ; . . . . . iia.2i' 

Appomattox . . . . . .  11a.  21 

Brunsvnck .  11a.  21 

Campbell . . . . .  11a.  21 

Caroline- . . 37 

Charlotte  _  11a.  21 

Cumberland  •  11a.  21 

Dinwiddle _ _ _ _ _ _  11a.  21 

Franklm  _  __  11a 

Greensville  _  11a 

Halifax . .  11a 

Henry  . . . .  11a 

Lunenburg . . . . .  I1a.  21 

Mecklenburg . . . 1la 

Nottoway . . . . 1  la,  21 

Patnck . 118 

Pittsylvania . 11a 

Prince  Edward . . . . . 11a.  21 

Prince  George . . . .  1  la 

Southampton . . .  11a 

Suffolk  Oly _ 11a 

Sussex . . 11a 

Wisconsin: 

Columbia _ _ 54 

Crawford . . . . . . . .....  55 

Dane . . 54 

Jefferson . 54 

Ca  Crosse . 55 

Monroe . 55 

Richland _ _ 55 

Trernpealeau . 55 

Vernon . . . 55 


(Secs.  506,  516.  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Slat.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 


required  by  OM6  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

[FR  Due.  81-1228  Filed  1-13-61:  8:45  um| 
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7CFRPart  435 

[Amendment  No.  1] 

Tobacco  (Quota  nan)  Crop  insurance 
Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Cxorporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Tobacco  (Quota  Plan)  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  to  include 
additional  tobacco  counties  approved 
by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The  purpose  of 
this  proposed  amendment  is  to  notify 
producers  in  these  additional  counties 
that  they  will  be  eligible  to  participate  in 
the  program  if  the  proposed  rule  is 
adopted. 

DATE;  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation.  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  requesCfrom  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23. 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
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B  to  the  Tobacco  (Quota  Plan)  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  §  435.1, 
which  states  that  before  insurance  is 
offered  in  any  county,  there  shall  be 
published  in  Appendix  B  to  this  part  the 
names  of  the  counties  in  which  the 
quota  plan  of  tobacco  crop  insurance 
will  be  offered. 

On  September  26. 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  tobacco  (quota  plan) 
crop  insurance  may  be  offered.  This 
proposed  rule  is  intended  to  update  the 
list  of  those  counties  as  contained  in  7 
CFR  Part  435,  Appendix  B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
tobacco  (quota  plan)  crop  insurance  will 
be  offered  does  not  constitute  a  review 
as  to  need,  currency,  clarity,  and 
effectiveness  of  these  regulations  under 
the  provisions  of  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  No.  1955,  and  “Improving 
Government  Regulations”  (43  FR  50988). 
That  review  will  be  completed  prior  to 
the  sunset  review  date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Tobacco  (Quota  Plan]  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  435) 
as  Amendment  No.  1. 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Tobacco 
(Quota  Plan)  Crop  Insurance — 7  CFR 
Part  435 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  435.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  tobacco  (quota 
plan)  crop  insurance: 


State  and  county  Type(s) 


Florida: 

Alachua. _ _ 14 

Columbia  _ _ 14 

Hamilton.... _ _ _ 14 

Madtoon-.-— _ — _ _ _  14 

Suwannee _ — _ 14 

Indiana: 

Dearborn  _ _ 31 

FrankKn . 31 

Harrison..- . 31 

Jerrerson _ _ _ 31 

Jennings _ 31 

Ripley . 31 

Scott _ 31 

Spencer _ _ _ 31 

Switzerland _ i. . . . . .  31 

Washington _ _ 31 

Kentucky: 

Allen _ _ 31 

Anderson _  31 

Ballard _ _ 31 

Bath _ _ si 


State  and  county 


Type(s) 


Boone  — 
Bourtton- 
Boyle — 


Breckinridga- 
Butler. 

Caldwell _ _ 

CMMe _ 

Carrolt _ - 

Casey . . 

Christian _ 


dark.. 

Daviess.- 

FayeOa— 

Fleming.. 

FianMin.. 

Garrard.. 

Grant.- 

Graves.. 

Grayson.. 

Gram _ 

Hancock. 
Hardki. _ 


Harrisson _ 

Hart _ 


Hendeisoa _ _ _ 

Henry _ _ 

Hopkins _ 

Jessamirre.- 

Larue . 

Lewis . . 

Lincoln _ 


Logan _ 

MoCrackan- 
Mclean.. 


Marshall _ 

Mason _ 


Meade.. 


Mercer _ 

Metcalfe. _ 

Montgomery _ 

Muhlenburg _ 

Nelson _ 


Nicholas...- . . 

Ohio _ 

Owen _ 


Pendleton- 
Pulaski .. 
Robertson. 
Russell.. 
Scott. 
Shelby- 


Simpson- 


Spervier.. 

Taylor.. 

Todd.... 


Trigg . . 

Trimble _ 


Washington. 

Wayne _ 

Webster _ 

Woodford— .- 
Missouri: 

Buchanan - 

Platte - 

North  Carolina: 
Alleghany.. 

Ashe . . 

Avery _ 

Buncombe- 

Haywood.... 

Madison....- 

MitcheH _ 

Watauga . 

Yancey . 

Ohio: 

Adams . 

Brown _ 

Clermont— 

Highland _ 

South  Carolina: 
Chesterfield...- 
Clarendon..— 


Darlington _ 

Dillon _ - _ 

Dorchester _ _ _ 

Florence-., 

Georgetown _ 

Horry _ _ 

Kershaw . . 


31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 


State  and  county 


Typets) 


Orangeburg - 
Sumter _ 


Wiliamsiiurg.- 


Termessee 

Anderaon- 

Bedford _ 

Blount.. 

Carter _ 

Clatiome.. 

Cocke  - . 

OeKdb- 


Grainger- 

Greotie..- 


Maury _ 

Monroe. 
Montgomery. 
Putnam. 
Robertson. 

Rutherford _ 

Sevier- 


Smilh.. 
Stewart - 
SuMvan.. 
Sumter  .- 
Trousdale. 
IMeai _ 


Warren . 

Washington.. 
Whito _ 


WMamson- 
Wilson.. 


Virginia: 

Lee- 
Russel- 
Scott— . 


Smyth- 


(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L  75^(3a  52  Stat.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516}) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Qrcular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

(Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1229  Tiled  1-13-61: 8:45  am| 
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action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Tobacco  (Guaranteed  Production} 
Crop  Insurance  Regulations  to  include 
additional  tobacco  counties  approved 
by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The  purpose  of 
this  proposed  amendment  is  to  notify 
producers  in  these  additional  counties 
that  they  will  be  elgible  to  participate  in 
the  program  if  the  proposed  rule  is 
adopted. 

DATE:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
ADDRESS:  Ail  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classihed  as  "not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Tobacco  (Guaranteed 
Production)  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  436.1,  which  states  that  before 
insurance  is  offered  in  any  county,  there 
shall  be  published  in  Appendix  B  to  this 
part  the  names  of  the  counties  in  which 
the  guaranteed  production  plan  of 
tobacco  crop  insurance  will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  tobacco  (guaranteed 
production)  crop  insurance  may  be 
offered.  This  proposed  rule  is  intended 
to  update  the  list  of  those  counties  as 
contained  in  7  CFR  Part  436,  Appendix 
B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
tobacco  (guaranteed  production)  crop 
insurance  will  be  offered  does  not 


constitute  a  review  as  to  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness  of  these 
regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
"Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.], 
the  Federal  Crop  insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Tobacco  (Guaranteed 
Production)  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
(7  CFR  Part  436)  as  Amendment  No.  1. 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Tobacco 
(Guaranteed  Production)  Crop 
Insurance — 7  CFR  Part  436 

In  accqrdance  with  the  provisions  of  7 
CFR  436.1,  the  following  counties  have 
been  designated  for  tobacco  (guaranteed 
production)  crop  insurance: 


state  and  county  Type(s) 


Ma.’yland: 

Charles .  32 

St.  Marys .  32 

Pennsylvania:  Lancaster .  41 


(Secs.  506,  516,  Pub.  L.  75-430,  52  Stat.  72,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
signihcant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Doris  H.  Gips, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Approved: 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1230  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-08-M 


7  CFR  Part  437 
I  Amendment  No.  1] 

Canning  and  Freezing  Sweet  Corn 
Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action;  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  is  updating  Appendix  B  to 
the  Canning  and  Freezing  Sweet  Com 


Crop  Insurance  Regulations  to  include 
additional  sweet  com  coimties  approved 
by  its  Board  of  Directors.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  notify  producers  in 
these  additional  counties  that  they  are 
now  eligible  to  participate  in  the 
program. 

DATE:  Written  conunents,  data,  and 
opinions  on  this  proposed  rule  must  be 
submitted  by  not  later  than  March  16, 
1981,  to  be  sure  of  consideration. 
address:  All  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  the 
Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  mle  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
upon  request  from  the  above-named 
individual, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955 
(August  25, 1978),  to  implement 
Executive  Order  No.  12044  (March  23, 
1978),  and  has  been  classified  as  “not 
significant.” 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Corp  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Canning  and  Freezing  Sweet 
Corn  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
437.1,  which  states  that  before  insurance 
is  offered  in  any  county,  there  shall  be 
published  in  Appendix  B  to  this  part  the 
names  of  the  counties  in  which  sweet 
com  crop  insurance  will  be  offered. 

On  September  26, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation  approved  additional 
counties  in  which  canning  and  freezing 
sweet  com  crop  insurance  may  be 
offered.  This  proposed  rule  is  intended 
to  update  the  list  of  those  counties  as 
contained  in  7  CFR  Part  437,  Appendix 
B. 

It  has  been  determined  that  this  action 
to  amend  the  list  of  counties  where 
canning  and  freezing  sweet  com  crop 
insurance  will  be  offered  does  not 
constitute  a  review  as  to  need,  currency, 
clarity,  and  effectiveness  of  these 
regulations  under  the  provisions  of 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955,  and 
“Improving  Government  Regulations” 

(43  FR  50988).  That  review  will  be 
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completed  prior  to  the  sunset  review 
date. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  piusuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  revise  and  reissue  Appendix 
B  to  the  Canning  and  Freezing  Sweet 
Com  Crop  Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR 
Part  437)  as  Amendment  No.  1. 

Appendix  B 

Counties  Designated  for  Canning  and 
Freezing  Sweet  Corn  Insurance— 7  CFR 
Part  437 

In  accordance  with  the  provisio;:s  of  7 
CFR  437.1,  the  following  coimties  are 
designated  for  canning  and  freezing 
sweet  corn  crop  insurance: 

Minnesota 

Faribault  McLeod 

Goodhue  Renville 

Martin 

Wisconsin 

Adams  Ozaukee 

Brown  Portage 

Columbia  Rock 

Dane  St.  Croix 

Dodge  Sauk 

Fond  du  Lac  Sheboygan 

Green  Lake  Walworth 

Jefferson  Washington 

Marinette  Waushara 

Outagamie  Winnebago 

(Secs.  506.  516.  Pub.  L  75-430,  52  Slat.  72.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)) 

Note. — ^This  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  specifically  on  area  or 
community  development;  therefore,  review  as 
required  by  OMB  Circular  A-95  is 
inapplicable. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  December  17, 
1980. 

Peter  F.  Cole, 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated;  January  7, 1981. 

Everett  S.  Sharp, 

Acting  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1238  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-08-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
12  CFR  Part  8 
(Docket  No.  80-20] 

Assessment  of  Fees:  National  Banks; 
District  of  Columbia  Banks 

agency:  Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 


action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking; 
clarification. 

Summary:  This  document  clarifies  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
concerning  the  revision  of  trust 
examination  fees  that  appeared  at  page 
85045  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Wednesday,  December  24, 1980  (45  FR 
85045).  The  action  is  necessary  to  fully 
and  accurately  describe  the  method  of 
billing  for  trust  examinations  and  the 
method  of  calculating  the  hourly  fee. 
date:  Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
must  be  received  no  later  than  February 
23, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to— Docket  No.  80-20,  Communications 
Division,  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  490  L'Enfant  Plaza,  S.W.,  3rd 
Floor,  Washington,  DC  20219,  Attention: 
Marie  Giblin,  (202)  447-1800. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  Nebhut,  Financial  Economist, 
Banking  Research  and  Economic 
Analysis  Division,  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
Washington,  DC  20219,  (202)  447-1825; 
or 

Jerome  Edelstein,  Attorney,  Legal 
Advisory  Services  Division,  Office  of 
the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
Washington.  DC  20219,  (202)  447-188a 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Certain 
amendments  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  are  being  made  to  clarify  the 
procedure  proposed  for  billing  for  trust 
examinations  and  for  calculating  the 
hourly  rate.  The  proposed  hourly  rate  of 
$32.44  was  arrived  at  by  dividing 
projected  trust  examination  expenses  by 
the  number  of  hours  projected  to  be 
spent  by  trust  examiners  in  conducting 
trost  examinations.  This  includes  hours 
spent  by  trust  examiners  in  the 
performance  of  the  examination  while 
they  are  on  and  off  the  premises  of  the 
institution  being  examined.  The  charge 
for  each  trust  examination  is  that  hourly 
rate  multiplied  by  the  number  of  hoiurs 
examiners  spend  in  the  performance  of 
the  examination  on  and  off  the  premises 
of  the  institution  being  examined.  This  is 
the  current  practice  and  no  change  is 
contemplated.  However,  certain 
portions  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  indicated  that  the  projected 
number  of  billable  hours  and  the  charge 
for  trust  examinations  were  based  only 
on  the  amount  of  hours  spent  on  site  in 
conducting  examinations. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
amendments  are  made  in  FR  Doc.  80- 
40095  appearing  on  page  85045  in  the 
issue  of  December  24, 1980: 

1.  On  page  85046  at  the  top  of  column 
two.  on  the  fourteenth  line,  “As  is  the 


current  practice,  banks  will  be  charged 
according  to  the  number  of  hours  an 
examiner  spends  in  the  bank  conducting 
the  examination",  is  amended  to  read 
“As  is  the  current  practice,  banks  will 
be  charged  according  to  the  number  of 
hours  an  examiner  spends  in 
performance  of  the  examination". 

2.  On  page  85047,  the  end  of  the  first 
full  paragraph  under  the  table  in  column 
one,  “The  hourly  fee  for  a  given  year 
will  be  calculated  by  dividing  trust 
examination  expenses  projected  in  the 
budget  for  that  year  by  the  projected 
number  of  on-site  billable  trust 
examination  hours  in  that  year",  is 
amended  to  read  “The  hourly  fee  for  a 
given  year  will  be  calculated  by  dividing 
trust  examination  expenses  projected  in 
the  budget  for  that  year  by  the  projected 
number  of  billable  trust  examination 
hours  in  that  year". 

3.  On  page  85047,  the  first  full 
paragraph  under  the  table  in  column 
two,  “Billable  hours  are  projected  based 
on  historical  growth  in  on-site 
examination  hours,"  is  amended  to  read, 
"Billable  hours  are  projected  based  on 
historical  growth  in  examination  hours". 

4.  On  page  85048,  at  the  bottom  of 
column  one,  the  second  sentence  of 
proposed  12  CFR  8.7(c)  which  reads 
“The  total  fee  for  a  trust  examination  is 
the  hom-ly  fee  multiplied  by  the  number 
of  hours  examiners  spend  on  site  in 
performing  the  trust  examination",  is 
amended  to  read,  “The  total  fee  for  a 
trust  examination  is  the  hourly  fee 
multiplied  by  the  number  of  hours 
examiners  sptend  in  performing  the  trust 
examination". 

5.  On  page  85048,  at  the  bottom  of 
column  two,  the  first  sentence  of 
proposed  12  CFR  8.7(d)(2)  which  reads 
“(2)  Projected  number  of  billable  hours 
is  the  total  number  of  hours  projected  to 
be  spent  by  trust  department  examiners 
at  on-site  examinations  during  the  year 
for  which  the  hourly  fee  is  being  set",  is 
amended  to  read  “(2)  Projected  number 
of  billable  hours  is  the  total  number  of 
hours  projected  to  be  spent  by  trust 
department  examiners  in  the 
performance  of  examinations  dining  the 
year  for  which  the  hourly  fee  is  being 
set." 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

John  G.  Heimann, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1250  FHed  1-13-81;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  913 

Permanent  Regulatory  Program 
Submission  From  the  State  of  liiinois 
Under  the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977;  Additional 
Comment 

agency:  OfHce  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM], 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  additional  comment 
concerning  the  Illinois  Proposed 
Permanent  Regulatory  Program. 

summary:  On  October  31, 1980,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  announced  his 
decision  approving  in  part  and 
disapproving  in  part  the  proposed 
regulatory  program  submitted  by  the 
State  of  Illinois  under  the  Surface 
Mining  Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of 
1977  (SMCRA).  45  FR  72468.  On 
November  10, 1980,  OSM  sent  to  the 
State  of  Illinois  further  comments  on  its 
proposed  regulatory  program.  The 
availability  of  these  comments  is  being 
announced  today. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  Illinois 
program  and  the  Administrative  Record 
on  the  Illinois  program  are  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  during 
business  hours  at: 

Office  of  Surface  Mining — Reclamation 
and  Enforcement,  Room  153,  Interior 
South  Building,  1951  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20240.  (202)  343-4728 
Office  of  Surface  Mining — Reclamation 
and  Enforcement,  Region  III,  Fifth 
Floor,  Room  510,  Federal  Building  & 
U.S.  Courthouse,  46  East  Ohio  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204.  (317)  269- 
2609 

Department  of  Mines  &  Minerals. 
Division  of  Land  Reclamation,  227 
South  7th  Street,  Suite  204, 

Springfield,  Illinois  62706 
Department  of  Mines  &  Minerals, 
Division  of  Land  Reclamation, 
Southern  District  Field  Office,  Route  6, 
Box  140A,  Marian,  Illinois  62959 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  ].  M.  Furman,  Assistant  Regional 
Director,  State  and  Federal  Programs. 
Office  of  Surface  Mining,  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement,  U.S.  Department  of 
the  Interior.  46  East  Ohio  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana  46204,  Telephone 
(317)  269-2629 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  3, 1980,  the  State  of  Illinois 
submitted  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  its  proposed  permanent 
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regulatory  program  under  SMCRA. 
Administrative  Record  Number  (ARN) 
111-003.  On  July  30, 1980,  the  last  day  of 
the  public  comment  period  on  the 
program,  Illinois  submitted  to  OSM  a 
substantial  body  of  additional  material 
relating  to  its  proposed  program.  OSM 
considered  this  material  as  it  related  to 
the  systems,  procedures  and  operating 
plans  of  the  State  in  the  Secretary’s 
findings  regarding  the  State  program. 

The  Secretary’s  decision  and  findings  on 
the  proposed  Illinois  program  were 
published  on  October  31. 1980. 45  FR 
72468. 

During  a  meeting  between  OSM  and 
representatives  of  the  State  on  October 
31, 1980  (ARN:  111-0231),  State 
representatives  expressed  concern  that 
some  issues  had  been  identified  in  the 
Secretary’s  findings  that  would  be 
resolved  by  a  more  thorough  analysis  of 
material  submitted  to  OSM  on  July  30. 
1980.  OSM  agreed  to  again  review 
certain  portions  of  the  material  and 
advise  the  State  by  letter  of  any  issues 
which  might  be  considered  resolved 
subject  to  additional  public  comments 
when  the  State’s  program  proposal  is 
resubmitted. 

On  November  10, 1980,  OSM  provided 
the  State  with  additional  comments 
concerning  Volume  10  (ARN:  111-0175) 
of  the  July  30, 1980,  submission.  These 
additional  comments  state  whether 
material  submitted  on  July  30, 1980,  (1) 
appears  to  resolve  OSM  concerns,  (2) 
does  not  appear  to  address  OSM 
concerns,  or  (3)  addresses  OSM 
concerns,  but  does  not  resolve  them. 
These  additional  comments  have  been 
placed  in  the  Administrative  Record 
(ARN;  111-0233)  at  the  places  listed 
under  “addresses.” 

The  State  of  Illinois  has  been  enjoined 
from  resubmitting  its  proposed  program 
until  Jime  11, 1981,  by  the  Seventh 
Judicial  Circuit  Court  of  Illinois, 
Sangamon  County,  Illinois  Coal 
Association  v.  Illinois  Department  of 
Mines  and  Minerals,  No.  80-CH-303. 
Upon  resubmission  of  the  Illinois 
proposed  program,  a  Federal  Register 
notice  will  be  pu])lished  notifying  the 
public  of  the  receipt  of  the  submission 
and  setting  the  date,  time,  and  place  of 
the  public  hearing,  and  the  public 
comment  period. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Walter  N.  Heine, 

Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1352  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 
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30  CFR  Part  918 

Public  Disclosure  Comments  Received 
From  Federal  Agencies  on  the  Utah 
State  Permanent  Program  Submitted 
Under  Public  Law  95-87 

agency:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Public  Disclosure  of  Comments 
on  the  Utah  Program  Resubmission. 

summary:  Before  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  may  approve  permanent  State 
regulatory  programs  submitted  under 
Section  503(A)  or  resubmitted  under 
Section  530(c)  of  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977 
(SMCRA),  the  views  of  certain  Federal 
Agencies  must  be  solicited  and 
disclosed.  The  Secretary  has  solicited 
comments  from  these  agencies  and  is 
today  announcing  their  public  disclosure 
with  regard  to  the  Utah  State  Permanent 
Program. 

ADDRESS:  Copies  of  comments  are 
available  for  public  review  during 
business  hours  at: 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement;  Brooks  Towers, 
Room  5010,  2020  28th  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202,  Telephone  (303)  837- 
5421 

Office  of  Surface  Mining,  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Room  153,  South  Building, 
1951  Constitution  Avenue  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  Division  of 
Oil,  Gas  and  Mining,  West  North 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Donald  Crane,  Regional  Director, 
Office  of  Surface  Mining,  Brooks 
Towers.  1020 15th  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202  or  Mr.  Carl  C.  Close, 
Assistant  Director  State  and  Federal 
Programs,  Office  of  Surface  Mining,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  1951 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  Telephone  (202)  343-4225. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  approved  in 
part  and  disapproved  in  part  the  initial 
Utah  program  submission  on  October  16, 
1980.  Comments  on  the  initial 
submission  were  solicited  from  the 
Federal  agencies  listed  below  and  the 
disclosure  of  their  comments  appeared 
on  the  Federal  Register  on  August  20, 
1980  (45  CFR  44577). 

The  Secretary  is  now  considering  the 
resubmitted  Utah  program  for  approval 
in  accordance  with  Section  503(b)(1)  of 
SMCRA  and  30  CFR  732.13(b)(1).  The 
resubmitted  Utah  program  may  not  be 
approved  until  the  Secretary  has 
solicited  and  public  disclosed  the  views 
of  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  the 
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Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  the  heads 
of  other  Federal  agencies  concerned 
with  or  having  special  expertise  relevant 
to  the  program  as  proposed.  In  this 
regard,  the  following  Federal  agencies 
were  invited  to  comment  on  this 
resubmitted  Utah  Program: 

Department  of  Agriculture 
USDA  State  Land  Use  Committee 
Soil  Conservation  Service 
Forest  Service 

Farmers  Home  Administration 
Scientists  and  Educational 
Administration-Agricultural  Research 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation 

Council  on  Environment  Quality 
Department  of  Labor 
Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Water  Resources  Council 
Department  of  Energy 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Bureau  of  Mines 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation 
Service 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 
(Formerly  Bureau  of  Reclamation) 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
National  Park  Service 
U.S.  Geological  Survey 
Upper  Colorado  River  Basin 
Commission 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
Of  those  agencies  invited  to  comment, 
OSM  received  comments  from: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Department  of  the  Interior 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
U.S.  Geological  Survey 
These  comments  are  available  for 
review  and  copying  during  business 
hours  at  the  locations  listed  above  under 
“Addresses.” 

Dated;  January  9. 1981. 

CarlC.  Close, 

Assistant  Director,  State  and  Federal 
Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-1260  Filed  1-13-81:  8:4.',  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-05-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
34  CFR  Part  649 

Graduate  and  Professional  Study 
Fellowships 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking: 
Cross-reference. 


summary:  The  Secretary  proposes 
regulations  for  Graduate  and 
Professional  Study  Fellowship  Program 
in  Title  34  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations:  The  Secretary  invites 
comments  on  these  proposed 
regulations.  The  text  of  the  regulations 
on  which  the  Secretary  invites 
comments  are  published  in  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  section  of  this  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register.  They  have  been 
adopted  as  hnal  regulations  and  will 
govern  these  programs  until  the 
Secretary  issues  new  regulations  based 
on  public  comment. 

DATES:  All  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  must  be  received  on  or  before 
March  16, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  Donald  N.  Bigelow, 
Chief,  Graduate  Training  Branch, 
Division  of  Training  and  Facilities, 
(Room  3060,  ROB-3),  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donald  N.  Bigelow,  Telephone:  (202) 
245-2347. 

Invitation  to  comment:  For  additional 
details  on  how  to  comment,  see  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bnal  regulations  for  this 
programs  published  in  this  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  January  9, 1981. 

Shirley  M.  Hufstedler, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.094,  Graduate  and  Professional 
Study  Fellowship) 

|FR  Doc.  B1-1336  Filed  1-13-81;  8:4.5  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

National  Archives  and  Records 
Service 

41  CFR  Part  101-11 

Records  Management;  Technical 
Assistance  Program 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  General  Services 
Administration. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  revises 
the  description  of  technical  assistance  to 
more  accurately  reflect  the  concept  of 
records  and  information  management.  A 
provision  has  been  added  which 
requires  Federal  agencies  to  document 
and  provide  to  NARS  on  request  any 
savings  or  benehts  resulting  from  NARS 
technical  assistance  recommendations. 
These  followup  procedures  will  allow 


NARS  to  monitor  the  effectiveness  of 
the  technical  assistance  program. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  February  13. 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  General  Services 
Administration  (NR),  Attn:  John  H.  Gant. 
Washington,  DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

John  H.  Gant  (202-376-8836). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
General  Services  Administration  has 
determined  that  this  regulation  will  not 
impose  unnecessary  burdens  on  the 
economy  or  on  individuals  and, 
therefore,  is  not  signiHcant  for  the 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Accordingly,  GSA  proposes  to  amend 
41  CFR  Part  101-11  as  follows: 

PART  101-11— RECORDS 
MANAGEMENT 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101.11 
is  amended  by  revising  all  entries  for 
Subpart  101-11.10  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-11.10 — Technical  Assistance 

Sto. 

101-11.1000  Scope. 

101-11.1001  Services  available. 

101-11.1002  Studies. 

101-11.1003  Requests  for  service. 

101-11.1004  Followup  procedures. 

Authority:  Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  (40  U.S.C 
486(c)). 

Subpart  101-11.10 — Technical 
Assistance 

2.  Subpart  101-11 10  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  101-11.1000  Scope. 

This  subpart  contains  information  and 
procedures  pertaining  to  the  furnishing 
of  technical  assistance  by  the  National 
Archives  and  Records  Service  (NARS). 
General  Services  Administration. 
Technical  assistance  is  provided, 
usually  on  a  reimbursable  basis,  to  help 
Federal  agencies  establish  and  benefit 
from  records  and  information 
management  programs,  as  authorized  by 
sections  3101-3106  of  title  44,  United 
States  Code. 

§  101-11.1001  Services  available. 

Federal  agencies  may  obtain  from 
NARS  the  following  technical  assistance 
services: 

(a)  Advice  on  and  training  for 
instituting  records  and  information 
management  activities  described  in  the 
Part  101-11. 

(b)  Studies  involving  one  or  more  of 
the  records  and  information 
management  areas  described  in  this  Part 
101-11. 
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§101-11.1002  Studies. 

Records  and  information  system 
studies  determine  requirements  for 
effective  and  efficient  system 
management  and  operation,  develop 
procedures  for  meeting  those 
requirements,  and  recommend  new  or 
improved  record  systems.  These  studies 
cover  all  records  creation  and  use 
processes  and  operating  procedures, 
whether  or  not  automated  data 
processing  (ADP)  equipment  is  involved. 
Where  ADP  is  involved,  studies  will 
include  (a)  manual  and  machine  steps 
from  the  initiation  of  the  process  to  the 
prescription  of  outputs  and  of  valid 
inputs  and  (bj  the  adequacy  of  outputs 
and  their  use.  Studies  will  not  result  in 
the  design  of  ADP  software  nor 
determine  hardware  requirements.  For 
information  about  assistance  in  ADP 
systems  design,  see  §  101-32.801-2. 

§  101-11.1003  Requests  for  service. 

Agencies  desiring  NARS  technical 
assistance  should  contact  the  Records 
and  Information  Management  Division 
in  their  GSA  regions.  For  studies 
conducted  on  a  reimbursable  basis,  an 
interagency  agreement  shall  be 
negotiated  specifying  the  study 
requirements  and  the  amount  of 
reimbursement. 

§  101-11.1004  Followup  procedures. 

When  a  technical  assistance  study 
results  in  recommendations  to  an 
agency,  the  agency  shall  document  any 
resulting  savings  or  other  benefits  and, 
on  request,  shall  provide  to  NARS  this 
information  or  the  reasons  for  not 
implementing  any  recommendation. 
NARS  will  conduct  followup  reviews  to 
assess  the  degree  of  implementation  and 
benefits  of  the  studies. 

(Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  390:  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

Dated:  December  29, 1980. 

Robert  M.  Warner, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-1304  Filed  1-13-81;  H;4S  .tml 
BILUNG  CODE  6820-26-M 

41  CFR  Part  101-11 

Records  Management;  Interagency 
Reports  Management  Program 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  General  Services 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Evaluations  of  agency 
interagency  reports  management 
programs  and  clearance  requests  for 
new,  revised,  and  extended  interagency 
reporting  requirements  reflect  a  need  to 


provide  improved  standards  and 
guidance  for  the  development  and 
approval  of  interagency  reporting 
requirements.  This  regulation  is 
reorganized  and  expanded  to  provide 
clearer  procedures  to  agencies  for 
evaluating  and  requesting  clearance  of 
their  interagency  reporting 
requirements. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  March  16, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Submit  comments  to:  Gerry 
Whiting.  General  Services 
Administration  (NRS),  Washington,  DC 
20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

R.  Stewart  Randall,  Jr.,  Interagency 
Operating  Programs  Branch,  Information 
Systems  Division,  Office  of  Records  and 
Information  Management  (202-376- 
8914). 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 

General  Services  Administration  has 
determined  that  this  regulation  will  not 
impose  unnecessary  burdens  on  the 
economy  or  on  individuals  and, 
therefore,  is  not  significant  for  the 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

Accordingly,  GSA  proposes  to  amend 
Part  101-11  as  follows: 

PART  101-11— RECORDS 
MANAGEMENT 

1.  The  table  of  contents  for  Part  101- 
11  is  amended  by  revising  all  entries  for 
Subpart  101-11.11  as  follows: 

Subpart  101-11.11 — Interagency  Reports 

Sec. 

101-11.1100  Scope  of  subpart. 

101-11.1101  Authority. 

101-11.1102  Objectives. 

101-11.1103  Definitions. 

101-11.1103-1  Report. 

101-11.1103-2  Interagency  report. 
101-11.1103-3  Agency. 

101-11.1103-4  Interagency  Reports 
•  Coordinator. 

101-11.1104  Agencies’  responsibilities. 
101-11.1105  Establishing  or  revising 
interagency  reporting  requirements. 
101-11.1106  Extension  of  interagency 
reporting  requirements. 

101-11.1107  Delegation  of  interagency 
reports  approval. 

101-11.1108  Discontinuance  of  interagency 
reporting  requirements. 

101-11.1109  lustihcation  for  interagency 
reporting  requirements. 

101-11.1110  Cost  estimates. 

101-11.1111  Special  provisions. 
101-11.1111-1  Exemptions. 

101-11.1111-2  Waivers. 

101-11.1111-3  Appeal  procedure. 
101-11.1111-4  Classified  reporting 
requirements. 

101-11.1112  Coordination  with  other 
clearance  authorities. 

101-11.1112-1  Interagency /public  reporting 
requirements. 


Sec. 

101-11.1112-2  Interagency  reporting 

coordination  with  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  approved  by  NARS. 

101-11.1113  Procurement  of  forms. 

Authority:  Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390:  40 
U.S.C.  486(c). 

2.  Subpart  101-11.11  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  101-11.11— Interagency 
Reports 

§101-11. 1100  Scope  of  subpart. 

This  subpart  prescribes  procedures  to 
be  followed  by  agencies  to  obtain 
approval  for  proposed  interagency 
reporting  requirements. 

§101-11.1101  Authority. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are 
issued  under  the  Federal  Records  Act 
(44  U.S.C.  Chapters  29  and  31)  and 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  Circular  A-40,  revised,  dated 
May  3, 1973.  The  Interagency  Reports 
Management  Program  is  administered 
by  the  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service  (NARS)  of  the  General  Services 
Administration  (GSA). 

§101-11.1102  Objectives. 

The  objectives  of  the  Interagency 
Reports  Management  Program  are  the: 

(a)  Establishment  of  cost-effective 
practices  and  procedures  for  managing 
interagency  reporting  requirements:  and 

(b)  Approval  of  interagency  reporting 
requirements  based  on  a  valid  need  and 
compliance  with  applicable  laws  and 
regulations  [i.e..  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  552):  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a):  and  Federal 
Information  Processing  Standards  (FIPS) 
(40  U.S.C.  759(0: 15  CFR  6;  and 
Executive  Order  11717,  dated  May  9, 
1973)]. 

§101-11.1103  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  subpart,  the 
following  definitions  apply. 

§101-11.1103-1  Report. 

(See  §  101-11.207-2(a).) 

§101-11.1103-2  Interagency  report. 

A  reporting  requirement  imposed  by 
an  agency  on  one  or  more  other 
agencies. 

§101-11.1103  Agency. 

Any  executive  department,  agency,  or 
independent  establishment  in  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
including  any  wholly  owned 
Government  corporation. 
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§  101-11.1103-4  interagency  Reports 
Coordinator. 

The  official  designated  by  an  agency 
to:  (a)  Serve  as  the  liaison  between 
agency  components,  other  agency 
components,  other  agencies,  and  NARS 
on  interagency  reporting  matters;  (b) 
clear  and  evaluate  each  agency  request 
for  a  new,  revised,  or  extended 
interagency  report  before  signing  and 
submitting  Standard  Form  360,  Request 
for  Clearance  of  an  Interagency  - 
Reporting  Requirement  (§  101-11.4922); 

(c)  coordinate  the  agency  response  to 
requests  from  other  requiring  agencies 
for  cost  estimates  for  new  or  revised 
interagency  reports;  and  (d)  maintain 
the  official  agency  records  on 
interagency  reporting  requirements, 

§101-11. 1104  Agencies’  responsibilities. 

Each  agency  shall: 

(a)  Designate  officials  to  serve  as 
Interagency  Report  Coordinator  and 
Alternate.  The  names,  titles, 
organizational  locations,  and  telephone 
numbers  of  the  designees  shall  be 
submitted  to:  General  Services 
Administration  (NR),  Washington,  DC 
20408.  Each  change  of  designation  shall 
be  submitted  within  30  calendar  days  to 
the  above  address. 

(b)  Provide  to  NARS  a  copy  of  the 
agency’s  internal  instructions  for 
interagency  reports  management. 

(c)  Develop  new  and  revised 
interagency  reporting  requirements  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 

(d)  Obtain  NARS  approval  for  each 
new,  revised,  or  extended  interagency 
reporting  requirement  at  the  earliest 
practicable  opportunity. 

(e)  Provide  responding  agencies  with 
the  opportunity  to  comment  on  each 
proposed  new  or  revised  interagency 
reporting  requirement.  Whenever  the 
estimated  reporting  costs  for  a  new  or 
substantially  revised  requirement 
exceed  $500,000,  the  requiring  agency 
shall  conduct  a  pilot  test  of  the  system, 
after  obtaining  NARS  approval. 

(f)  Review  the  NARS’  Inventory  of 
Approval  Interagency  Reports  to 
determine  if  a  proposed  reporting 
requirement  can  be  met  with  a  currently 
approved  report. 

(g)  Establish  and  implement 
procedures  for  reviewing  proposed 
reporting  requirements  to  determine  if 
the  information  is  available  in  the 
agency. 

(h)  Review  existing  interagency 
reporting  requirements  for  possible 
improvements  when  submitting  requests 
for  extensions  of  clearance. 

(i)  Reply  within  3  weeks  to  other 
agencies’  written  requests  for  cost 
estimates  for  responding  to  their  current 


or  proposed  interagency  reporting 
requirements. 

(j)  Respond  to  approved  interagency 
reporting  requirements  as  specified  in 
prescribing  instructions. 

(k)  Not  respond  to  interagency 
reporting  requirements  that  have  not 
been  approved  by  NARS  and  inform 
NARS  of  these  requirements, 

§  101-11.1105  Establishing  or  revising 
interagency  reporting  requirements. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  by  §  101- 
11.1107,  the  requiring  agency  shall 
consult  with  NARS  on  proposed  new  or 
revised  interagency  reporting 
requirements  before  submitting 
Standard  Form  360.  Request  for 
Clearance  of  an  Interagency  Reporting 
Requirement.  NARS  will  (1)  verify  the 
need;  (2)  ensure  that  the  requirement 
will  not  result  in  duplicate  reporting:  (3) 
recommend  sampling  measures  where 
applicable;  and  (4)  assess  the  impact  on 
respondents.  Following  discussions  with 
NARS,  the  requiring  agency  shall  justify 
the  proposed  requirement  and  estimate 
reporting  costs  in  accordance  with  the 
criteria  in  §§  101-11.1109  and  101- 
11.1110  and  submit  a  Standard  Form  360 
and  supporting  documentation  to  NARS 
through  the  agency’s  designated 
Interagency  Reports  Coordinator. 

(b)  If  the  requirement  is  approved, 
NARS  will  assign  it  an  Interagency 
Report  Number  and  an  expiration  date 
and  return  the  approved  Standard  Form 
360  to  the  Interagency  Reports 
Coordinator  of  the  requiring  agency. 

(c)  The  requiring  agency  shall  notify 
responding  agencies  of  approved 
reporting  requirements  by  formal 
directive  or  correspondence.  The 
document  promulgating  the  requirement 
shall  include  the  following  information: 

(1)  Purpose;  (2)  report  title:  (3) 
Interagency  Report  Number;  (4)  report 
format;  (5)  preparation  instructions;  (6) 
responding  agencies;  (7)  frequency;  (8) 
number  of  copies;  (9)  mailing  address; 
(10)  due  date;  and  (11)  whether  negative 
submissions  are  required.  If  a  form  is 
required  for  data  collection,  the 
Interagency  Report  Number  shall  be 
placed-on  the  form,  preferably  in  the 
upper  right  comer. 

§  101-1 1.1 106  Extension  of  interagency 
reporting  requirements. 

NARS  will  notify  requiring  agencies  at 
least  90  calendar  days  in  advance  when 
an  approved  reporting  requirement  is 
scheduled  to  expire.  A  request  for  an 
extension  shall  be  made  in  the  same 
manner  prescribed  for  new  and  revised 
reports  (§  101-11.1105  or  101-11.1107). 
Extension  requests  that  require  NARS 
approval  shall  be  submitted  at  least  60 


calendar  days  in  advance  of  the 
expiration  date. 

§  101-1 1.1 107  Delegation  of  interagency  . 
reports  approval. 

Upon  review  of  an  agency's  internal 
procedures  for  managing  interagency 
reports,  NARS  may  delegate  to  the 
agency  the  authority  to  approve,  revise, 
or  extend  reporting  requirements  whose 
total  annual  estimated  reporting  costs 
are  $5,000  or  less.  Within  5  workdays 
after  each  action  taken  under  this 
delegated  authority,  the  agency  will 
submit  to  NARS  an  original  and  one 
copy  of  Standard  Form  360  and  a 
justification  statement.  Under  item  7. 
enter  "Approved  under  NARS 
delegation  of  authority.”  NARS  will 
assign  an  Interagency  Report  Number  to 
each  new  reporting  requirement,  assign 
an  initial  or  new  expiration  date,  and 
return  a  copy  of  the  form  to  the  requiring 
agency.  Agency  approved  reports  shall 
be  implemented  in  the  same  manner 
described  in  §  101-11.1105(c). 

§  101-11.1108  Discontinuance  of 
interagency  reporting  requirements. 

When  an  interagency  reporting 
requirement  is  no  longer  needed,  the 
requiring  agency  shall  notify  NARS  and 
all  responding  agencies.  Approval  of 
existing  interagency  reporting 
requirements  will  be  discontinued  by 
NARS  on  their  expiration  dates  unless  a 
request  for  an  extension  or  agency 
approved  Standard  Form  360  is 
submitted  in  accordance  with  §  101- 
11.1106  or  §  101-11.1107, 

p01-1 1.1 109  Justification  for 
interagency  reporting  requirements. 

A  justification  statement,  signed  by 
the  official  who  initiated  the  reporting 
requirements,  shall  be  attached  to 
Standard  Form  360.  The  justification 
statement  shall: 

(a)  Describe  speciHcally  why  the 
information  from  the  proposed  report  is 
needed  and  how  it  will  be  used. 

(b)  Describe  the  expected  benefits 
from  using  the  information.  Determine 
the  benefits  in  terms  of  a  dollar  value  to 
the  extend  possible  and  assess  the 
probability  that  these  benefits  will  be 
realized. 

(c)  Describe  the  consequences  of  not 
obtaining  the  information. 

(d)  Identify  any  responding  agencies 
that  participated  in  designing,  testing, 
and  cost  estimating  the  proposed  report. 

(e)  Identify  agencies  that  agree  and 
agencies  that  do  not  agree  with  the 
proposed  report.  Summarize  the  reasons 
cited  by  the  responding  agencies. 

(f)  Explain  how  the  estimate  of 
reporting  costs  (§  101-11.1110)  shown  on 
the  Standard  Form  was  derived.  Attach 
Optional  Form  101,  Summary  Worksheet 
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for  Estimating  Reporting  Costs,  to 
provide  the  data  submitted  by  each 
agency  that  participated  in  the 
estimating  process. 

(g)  Describe  the  consideration  that 
was  given  to  alternative  reporting  plans 
in  regard  to  each  of  the  following: 
Frequency  of  reporting,  use  of  exception 
reporting,  use  of  sampling  techniques, 
selection  of  respondents,  amount  of 
detail,  format  of  report  and  method  of 
transmission. 

§  101-11.1110  Cost  estimates. 

(a)  Cost  estimates  shall  be  developed 
for  each  new,  revised,  or  extended 
reporting  requirement  as  prescribed  in 
the  ^‘Guide  to  Estimating  Reporting 
Costs,”  published  by  NARS. 

(b)  Estimated  reporting  costs  for  other 
than  one-time  reporting  requirements 
shall  be  verified  by  the  requiring  agency 
not  later  than  1  year  after  initiation  of 
each  report.  If  the  verification  indicates 
a  variance  of  more  or  less  than  10 
percent  of  the  current  estimated 
reporting  costs,  a  revised  Standard  Form 
360  reflecting  the  new  estimates  shall  be 
forwarded  to  NARS.  Under  item  7,  enter 
“Submitted  under  FPMR  101- 
11.1110(b).” 

(c)  When  the  requiring  agency 
anticipates  that  the  cost  estimating 
process  for  a  reporting  requirement  will 
exceed  one-half  of  anticipated  reporting 
costs,  the  reporting  burden  may  be 
estimated  in  workhours  instead  of  dollar 
values  in  item  9  of  the  Standard  Form 
360.  An  explanation  for  using  this 
method  shall  be  included  in  the 
justification  statement. 

§  101-1 1.1 1 1 1  Special  provisions. 

§101-11.1111-1  Exemptions. 

(a)  the  following  interagency  reporting 
requirements  are  exempted  fi-om  the 
clearance  provisions  of  Subpart  101- 
11.11;  however,  interagency  reporting 
requirements  designed  to  respond  to  an 
exempted  requirement  are  subject  to  the 
clearance  provisions  of  this  subpart. 
Exempted  requirement.s  are;  (1 ) 
Legislative  requirements  or 
congressional  committee  requests;  (2) 
judicial  branch  requirements  in  court 
orders  or  other  judicial  determinations; 
(3)  Executive  Office  requirements  in 
Presidential  directives:  and  (4)  OMB 
budgetary,  program  review  and 
coordination,  and  legislative  clearance 
requirements. 

(b)  Questions  concerning  the 
applicability  of  these  exemptions  shall 
be  directed  to  NARS. 

§101-11.1111-2  Waivers. 

The  justification  and  cost-estimating 
requirements  specified  in  §§  101-11.1109 
and  101-11.1110  may  be  waived  by 


NARS  upon  receipt  of  a  written  request 
explaining  the  need  for  the  report  and 
the  waiver.  All  waiver  requests  shall 
include  a  summary  cost  estimate  in  item 
9  of  the  Standard  Form  360. 

§  101-11.1111-3  Appeal  procedure. 

If  NARS  cannot  resolve  differences 
between  requiring  and  responding 
agencies  concerning  an  interagency 
reporting  requirement,  a  requiring  or 
responding  agency  may  appeal  the 
NARS  decision.  Appeals  shall  be  stated 
in  writing  and  sent  to  NARS  for 
forwarding  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  along  with  NARS’ 
recommendation. 

§  101-11.1111-4  Classified  reporting 
requirements. 

Security  classification  of  an 
interagency  reporting  requirement  does 
not  exempt  it  from  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart.  NARS  shall  be  advised  of 
classified  requirements  so  that 
appropriate  procedures  will  be  followed 
to  safeguard  the  classified  information. 

§101-11.1112  Coordination  with  other 
clearance  authorities. 

§  101-11.1112-1  Interagency/pubfic 
reporting  requirements. 

Interagency  reporting  requirements 
that  also  require  approval  by  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  as 
public  use  reports  under  44  U.S.C.  3509 
shall  first  be  submitted  to  OMB  with  an 
original  and  two  copies  of  both 
Standard  Form  360  and  Standard  Form 
83,  Clearance  Request  and  Notice  of 
Action.  Upon  completion  of  its  review, 
OMB  shall  forward  these  requests  to 
NARS  for  review. 

§101-11.1112-2  Interagency  reporting 
coordination  with  Standard  and  Optional 
forms  approved  by  NARS. 

As  described  in  Subpart  101-11.8, 
NARS  is  responsible  for  approving 
Standard  and  Optional  forms. 
Accordingly,  when  an  agency  plans  to 
use  new  or  revised  Standard  or  Optional 
forms  in  conjunction  with  a  proposed 
interagency  reporting  requirement,  the 
agency  shall  also  submit  a  Standard 
Form  152,  Request  for  Clearance. 
Procurement,  or  Cancellation  of 
Standard  and  Optional  Forms. 

§101-11.1113  Procurement  of  forms. 

The  forms  required  by  this  subpart 
may  be  obtained  by  submitting  a 
requisition  in  FEDSTRIP/MILSTRIP 
format  to  the  GSA  regional  office  that 
provides  support  for  the  requesting 
activity. 


Dated:  December  31, 1980. 
Robert  M.  Warner, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
43  CFR  Part  4 

Special  Rules  Applicable  to  Surface 
Coal  Mining  Hearings  and  Appeals 

agency:  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rules. 

SUMMARY:  These  proposed  rules  add 
procedures  for  adjudicative  proceedings 
for  the  permanent  regulatory  program 
under  the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977.  These 
proposed  rules  are  necessary  to  set  forth 
the  contents,  time  and  place  for  filing, 
and  other  matters  concerning  legal 
documents  and  proceedings  involved  in 
administrative  review  of  decisions 
under  the  permanent  regulatory 
program.  These  proposed  rules  will 
supplement  existing  rules  in  this  subpart 
governing  hearings  and  appeals  under 
the  Surface  Mining  Act. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the 
address  below  on  or  before  February  13, 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  may  be 
mailed  or  hand  delivered  to;  Board  of 
Surface  Mining  and  Reclamation 
Appeals,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Department  of  the  Interior, 

4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Bruce  R.  Harris,  Board  of  Surface  Mining 
and  Reclamation  Appeals,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Ai’lington,  Virginia  22203. 
703-557-9037. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  Section 
504(a)  of  the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977  (Act),  30  U.S.C. 
1254  (Supp.  II 1978),  provides  for  the 
implementation  of  a  Federal  program  in 
a  State  which  fails  to  submit  a  State 
program  covering  surface  coal  mining 
and  reclamation  operations;  which  fails 
to  resubmit  an  acceptable  State  program 
after  initial  disapproval  of  a  proposed 
State  program;  or  which  fails  to 
implement,  enforce,  or  maintain  its 
approved  State  program  as  provided  in 
the  Act.  The  Secretary  is  required  by 
section  523  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  1273,  to 
implement  a  Federal  lands  program 
applicable  to  all  surface  coal  mining  and 
reclamation  operations  taking  place 
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pursuant  to  any  Federal  law  on  any 
Federal  lands,  except  Indian  lands, 
which,  to  the  extent  they  are  covered  by 
the  Act,  are  governed  by  section  710,  30 
U.S.C.  1300. 

The  Secretary  has  promulgated 
regulations  to  implement  both  Federal 
programs  and  a  Federal  lands  program. 
These  regulations  are  found  in  30  CFR 
Parts  733,  736,  and  740  through  745.  The 
Act  contains  various  references  to  the 
necessity  for  hearings  to  review  actions 
taken  pursuant  to  statutory  mandates.  In 
addition,  the  regulations  make  numerous 
references  to  proceedings  which  shall  be 
conducted  in  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  pursuant  to  procedures  set 
forth  in  43  CFR  Part  4,  These  proposed 
regulations  have  been  developed  to 
provide  procedures  for  the 
administrative  proceedings  required  by 
the  Act  and  the  permanent  program 
regulations. 

The  public  is  invited  and  encouraged 
to  comment  on  these  proposed 
regulations  in  order  that  the  Department 
may  consider  suggested  changes  before 
promulgating  the  final  regulations. 

A  brief  discussion  of  the  major  parts 
of  the  proposed  regulations  follow: 

Sections  4.1350-4.1356  set  forth  the 
procedues  for  obtaining  review  of  a 
preliminary  finding  by  the  Office  of 
Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement  (OSMJ  that  the  permit 
applicant,  or  the  operator  specified  in 
the  application,  controls  or  has 
controlled  mining  operations  with  a 
demonstrated  pattern  of  willful 
violations  of  the  Act,  State  or  Federal 
laws  or  regulations,  or  individual  permit 
conditions. 

Sections  4.1360-4.1369  embrace  the 
rules  for  obtaining  review  of  a  decision 
by  OSM  to  approve  or  disapprove  a 
permit  application,  in  whole  or  in  part. 

Sections  4.1370-4.1379  set  forth  the 
methods  for  seeking  review  of  OSM 
permit  modification  orders,  or  decisions 
of  OSM  approving  or  disapproving 
applications  for  permit  revisions,  permit 
renewals,  or  the  transfer,  assignment,  or 
sale  of  rights  granted  under  permits. 

Sections  4.1380-4.1366  outline  the 
rules  for  obtaining  review,  pursuant  to 
30  CFR  776.14(b),  of  a  decision  of  OSM 
to  approve  or  disapprove  a  coal 
exploration  permit,  in  whole  or  in  part. 

Sections  4.1390-4.1395  set  out  the 
procedures  for  seeking  review  of  a 
decision  of  OSM  to  approve  or 
disapprove,  in  whole  or  in  part,  an 
application  for  release  of  a  performance 
bond  for  surface  coal  mining  and 
reclamation  operations. 

Sections  4.1400-4.1405  contain  the 
rules  for  obtaining  review  of  a  decision 
of  OSM  requiring  forfeiture  of  all  or  part 
of  a  performance  bond,  as  a  result  of  the 


permittee’s  failure  to  meet  a  condition  or 
conditions  of  the  bond. 

Sections  4.1410-4.1414  provide  for 
review  of  a  determination  of  OSM  that  a 
person  holds  or  does  not  hold  a  valid 
existing  right,  or  that  surface  coal 
mining  operations  did  or  not  exist  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Act,  on  lands 
where  operations  are  prohibited  or 
limited  by  section  522(e)  of  the  Act.  30 
U.S.C.  1272(e). 

Review  of  a  Preliminary  Finding 
Concerning  a  Demonstrated  Pattern  of 
Willful  Violations 

Section  4.1351  provides  that  during  the 
permit  application  review  process  OSM 
must  make  a  preliminary  determination 
concerning  the  demonstrated  pattern 
question.  If  OSM  finds  no  pattern,  it 
continues  its  permit  application  review 
process.  On  the  other  hand,  if  OSM 
determines  that  there  is  a  pattern,  it 
must  issue  a  notice  of  intent  to  deny  the 
permit  based  on  such  preliminary 
finding  and  the  opportunity  for  a  hearing 
must  be  provided,  as  required  by  section 
510(c)  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  §  1260(c). 

Section  4.1352(b)  allows  the  applicant 
or  operator  specified  in  the  application 
to  file  with  the  Hearings  Division,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  a  request  for 
hearing  on  OSM’s  preliminary  finding. 
Failure  to  make  a  timely  filing  will 
constitute  a  waiver  of  the  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  prior  to  a  final  finding  by 
OSM  on  the  pattern  question.  Section 

4.1354  indicates  that  the  administrative 
law  judge  should  act  quickly  to  schedule 
a  hearing  and  issue  a  decision  and  that 
the  definitions  found  in  30  CFR  786.5  are 
applicable  to  these  proceedings.  Section 

4.1355  establishes  that  OSM  has  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  for  the  existence  of  a 
pattern.  The  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  that  no  pattern  exists  shall 
rest  with  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing.  Any  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
may  appeal  to  the  Board  pursuant  to  the 
established  procedures  in  43  CFR  4.1271. 

Review  of  Permit  Application  Approval 
or  Disapproval 

The  scope  section,  4.1360,  indicates 
that  these  rules  apply  to  all  applications 
for  new  permits,  including  new  permits 
required  under  30  CFR  788.12(d); 
788.13(b);  788.14(b)(2);  and  788.19(b)(1). 
These  sections  relate  generally  to 
circumstances  involving  extension  of  the 
boundary  lines  of  the  permit  area. 

Section  4.1362(a)  provides  that  the 
applicant  or  any  person  with  an  interest 
which  is  or  may  be  adversely  affected 
by  OSM’s  decision  on  a  permit 
application  may  file  a  request  for  review 
with  the  Hearings  Division.  It  also 


allows  30  days  from  receipt  of  the 
decision  for  any  person  served  with  a 
copy  of  the  decision  to  file  a  request  for 
review.  While  section  514(c)  of  the  Act. 

30  U.S.C.  §  1264(c)  provides  that  the 
request  should  be  made  ’’[wjithin  thirty 
days  after  the  applicant  is  notified  of  the 
final  decision  of  the  regulatory  authority 
on  the  permit  application,”  it  allows  the 
applicant  or  any  person  having  an 
interest  which  is  or  may  be  adversely 
affected  to  make  the  request.  In 
addition,  30  CFR  741.21(a)(4)(iii)  and  30 
CFR  786.23(e)(l)(i)  require  OSM  to 
provide  simultaneous  notice  of  such 
decisions  to  each  person  and 
governmental  official  who  filed  a 
written  objection  or  comment 
concerning  the  application.  Therefore,  it 
appears  that  the  most  workable  system 
is  to  allow  a  request  for  review  to  be 
filed  within  30  days  from  receipt  by  any 
person  served  with  a  copy  of  the 
decision.  Any  person  not  served  with  a 
copy  of  the  decision  would  have  40  days 
from  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the 
written  decision  within  which  to  file. 

Section  4.1364  implements  the 
statutory  mandate  of  section  514(c),  30 
U.S.C. T264(c),  that  the  hearing  be  held 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  filing  of 
the  request  and  that  interested  parties 
received  notice  of  the  hearing. 

Section  4.1365  attempts  to  clarify  the 
status  of  the  approval  of  a  permit 
application,  if  review  of  the  approval 
decision  is  sought. 

Section  514(c)  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C. 

§  1264(c)  states  that  “[i]f  an  application 
is  approved,  the  permit  shall  be  issued.” 
Issuance  of  the  permit  could  effectively 
moot  any  review  of  the  approval 
decision,  and  the  same  section  of  the 
Act  specifically  allows  for  review  of  the 
decision.  Therefore,  this  section 
provides  for  a  stay  of  the  issuance 
pending  administrative  review 
proceedings. 

However,  the  permit  applicant  may 
seek  dissolution  of  the  stay  by 
requesting  temporary  relief  pursuant  to 
4.1367.  If  all  the  requirements  of 
4.1367(e)  are  met,  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  dissolve  the  stay  and  provide 
that  OSM’s  approval  or  any  part  of  it  be 
in  full  force  and  effect  immediately. 

If  the  permit  applicant  is  seeking 
review  of  a  disapproval,  section 
4.1366(a)  provides  that  OSM  shall  have 
the  burden  of  going  forward  to  establish 
a  prima  facie  case  of  a  failure  to  comply 
with  the  applicable  requirements  of  the 
Act  or  regulations.  Pursuant  to  section 
510  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  §  126a  the 
permit  applicant  would  have  the 
ultimate  burden  of  persuasion  to  show 
entitlement  to  the  permit.  Under  section 
4.1366(b),  the  person  seeking  review  of 
an  approval  must  bear  both  the  prima 
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facie  and  ultimate  burden  of  persuasion 
that  the  permit  application  fails  in  some 
manner  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Act  or  regulations. 

Whenever  review  has  been  requested 
pursuant  to  section  4.1362,  any  party 
may  request  temporary  relief  at  any 
time  prior  to  decision  by  an 
administrative  law  judge.  If  the  decision 
sought  to  be  reviewed  disapproved  the 
permit  application,  the  relief  sought 
cannot  be  issuance  of  the  permit  in 
whole  or  in  part.  Section  4.1367(e)  sets 
forth  the  statutory  criteria  of  section 
514(d)  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  §  1264(d),  for 
granting  temporary  relief.  One 
additional  criterion  has  been  added  and 
it  must  also  be  satisfied  where  the  relief 
sought  is  the  dissolution  of  the  stay 
imposed  under  section  4.1365. 

Section  4.1367(f)  allows  appeals  from 
temporary  relief  decisions  to  be 
appealed  to  the  Board  or  it  allows  an 
aggrieved  party  to  go  directly  to  Federal 
court. 

Sections  4.1368  and  4.1369  are  an 
attempt  to  implement  the  statutory 
requirement  of  section  514(d),  30  U.S.C. 

§  1264(d),  that  a  decision  on  a  permit 
application  be  issued  within  30  days 
after  the  hearing. 

The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
has  interpreted  the  language  of  that 
section  to  require  the  final 
administrative  decision  within  30  days 
after  the  hearing.  Section  4.1368  allows 
the  administrative  law  judge  10  days 
from  the  date  the  hearing  record  is 
closed  to  issue  a  written  decision. 

Section  4.1369  grants  the  parties  2 
working  days  from  receipt  of  the 
decision  in  which  to  file  an  appeal  with 
the  Board.  The  remainder  of  the  30  days 
is  available  to  the  Board  in  arriving  at 
the  final  decision. 

Review  of  OSM  Permit  Modification 
Orders,  and  OSM  Decisions  on 
Applications  for  Permit  Revisions, 

Permit  Renewals,  or  the  Transfer, 
Assignment  or  Sale  of  Rights  Granted 
Under  a  Permit 

Sections  506(d),  510  and  511  of  the 
Act,  30  U.S.C.  1256(d).  1260,  and  1261, 
respectively,  and  30  CFR  Parts  788 
(Federal  program)  and  30  CFR  741 
(Federal  lands  program)  require 
administrative  review  of  OSM  permit 
modification  orders,  and  OSM  decisions 
on  permit  revisions,  permit  renewals,  or 
the  transfer,  assignment  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  a  permit.  The  applicant, 
permittee,  or  any  person  having  an 
interest  which  is  or  may  be  adversely 
affected  by  an  OSM  order  or  decision 
issued  pursuant  to  the  above-listed 
sections  of  the  Act  or  regulations  may 
file  a  request  for  review  of  that  order  or 
decision  with  the  Hearings  Division 
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within  30  days  of  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the 
order  or  decision.  Any  person  not 
served  w'ith  a  copy  shall  have  40  days 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  the  decision 
in  which  to  file  a  request. 

The  Act  and  regulations  indicate  that 
for  permit  revision  and  permit  renewal 
proceedings  a  hearing  must  be  held 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  filing  of 
the  request  for  review.  Therefore,  4.1374 
provides  that  the  administrative  law 
judge  shall  hold  a  hearing  within  30 
days  of  the  filing  of  a  request  for  review 
of  approval  or  disapproval  or  a  permit 
revision  or  permit  renewal.  No  time  limit 
is  established  for  hearings  in  the  other 
two  types  of  proceedings  because 
neither  the  Act  nor  regulations  require 
it. 

Section  4.1375  provides  that  pending 
review  an  OSM  permit  modification 
order  shall  be  stayed.  As  discussed, 
supra,  for  permit  approvals,  issuance  of 
a  permit  following  OSM  approval  of  an 
application  for  permit  revisions,  permit 
renewals,  or  the  approval  of  an 
application  for  the  transfer,  assignment, 
or  sale  of  rights  granted  under  permits  is 
also  stayed.  However,  dissolution  of 
that  stay  is  available,  pursuant  to  a 
request  for  temporary  relief  under 
§  4.1377,  if  the  requirements  of  section 
4.1377(e)  are  met. 

Dissolution  of  the  permit  modification 
order  stay  in  not  available.  Under 
§  4.1376(a)  in  permit  modification  order 
proceedings,  OSM  must  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  that  the  permit  should 
be  modified.  The  ultimate  burden  or 
persuasion  in  such  a  proceeding  rests 
with  the  person  seeking  review. 

Section  4.1376(b)  was  drafted  in 
response  to  section  506(d)(1)  of  the  Act, 
30  U.S.C.  1256(d)(1),  which  clearly 
indicates  that  in  a  permit  renewal 
proceeding  those  parties  opposing 
renewal  should  have  the  burden  of  going 
forward  and  the  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  that  the  renewal  application 
should  be  disapproved.  In  permit 
revision  proceedings  and  proceedings 
involving  review  of  OSM  decisions  on 
applications  for  transfer,  assignment,  or 
sale  of  rights,  §  4.1376(c)  provides  that  if 
the  applicant  is  seeking  review,  OSM 
has  the  burden  of  going  forward  to 
establish  a  prima  facie  case  and  the 
applicant  has  the  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion.  If  any  other  person  is 
seeking  review,  that  person  has  the 
burden  of  going  forward  and  the 
ultimate  burden  of  persuasion. 

As  in  permit  approval  or  disapproval 
proceedings,  temporary  relief  is 
available  in  these  proceedings. 
However,  where  an  application  has 
been  disapproved  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  relief  sought  may  not  be  issuance  of 
a  permit  in  whole  or  in  part.  Appeals  of 


temporary  relief  decisions  may  be  taken 
to  the  Board  or,  in  the  alternative, 
judicial  review  may  be  sought. 

The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
has  determined  that  for  permit  revisions 
and  renewals  the  same  statutory 
deadline  for  decision  applies  as  is 
applicable  for  new  permit  approvals  or 
denials.  Therefore,  §  §  4.1378  and  4.1379 
incorporate  the  same  time  periods  as  set 
forth  in  the  §§  4.1368  and  4.1369. 
However,  the  statutory  time  limit  is  not 
applicable  for  decisions  in  permit 
modification  order  proceedings  or  in 
transfer,  assignment,  or  sale  of  right 
proceedings  because  there  is  no 
indication  in  the  Act  or  regulations  that 
such  a  time  limit  should  be  imposed  in 
these  proceedings. 

Review  of  Approval  or  Disapproval  of  a 
Coal  Exploration  Application 

Sections  4.1380-4.1386  are  only 
applicable  for  explorations  of  more  than 
250  tons  because  30  CFR  776.14  restricts 
hearings  to  applications  for  more  than 
250  tons.  Pursuant  to  §  §  4.1381  and 
4.1382,  the  applicant  or  any  other  person 
having  an  interest  which  is  or  may  be 
adversely  affected  by  a  decision  of  OSM 
to  approve  or  disapprove  a  coal 
exploration  application  may  seek  review 
of  that  decision  by  filing  a  request  for 
review  with  the  Hearings  Division. 

If  the  OSM  decision  is  to  approve  the 
application  and  a  request  for  review  is 
filed,  §  4.1384  provides  that  approval  is 
stayed  pending  the  outcome  of  any 
administrative  proceeding  resulting  from 
the  OSM  decision. 

The  burden  of  proof  in  this  review 
proceeding  is  the  same  as  that  in  a 
proceeding  reviewing  permit  approval  or 
disapproval,  described  above. 

Review  of  Approval  or  Disapproval  of  a 
Performance  Bund  Release  Application 

Section  4.1391  provides  that  the 
permittee  or  any  affected  person,  as  that 
term  is  defined  in  30  CFR  807.11(c),  may 
file  a  request  for  review  of  a  decision  by 
OSM  to  approve  or  disapprove,  in  whole 
or  in  part,  an  application  for  release  of  a 
performance  bond.  Affected  person  is 
defined  in  30  CFR  807.11(c)  as: 

(1)  Any  person  with  a  valid  legal  interest 
which  might  be  adversely  affected  by  bond 
release;  and 

(2)  The  responsible  officer  or  head  of  any 
Federal,  State  or  local  government  agency 
which — 

(i)  Has  jurisdiction  by  law  or  special 
expertise  with  respect  to  any  environmental, 
social  or  economic  impact  involved,  or 

(ii)  Is  authorized  to  develop  and  enforce 
environmental  standards  with  respect  to 
surface  coal  mining  and  reclamation 
operations. 
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The  request  for  review  must  be  filed 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  OSM’s 
written  decision,  except  any  affected 
person  not  served  with  a  copy  of  OSM’s 
written  decision  must  file  a  request 
within  40  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
the  written  decision.  Section  4.1394 
makes  it  clear  that  a  performance  bond 
shall  not  be  released,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  during  the  pendency  of  any  review 
proceeding  resulting  from  approval  of 
such  release. 

Review  of  Performance  Bond  Forfeiture 

Under  §  4.1401,  the  permittee  or, 
where  applicable,  the  surety  may 
request  review  of  a  determination  by 
OSM  to  require  forfeiture  of  all  or  part 
of  a  performance  bond.  Review  of  a 
forfeiture  determination  by  OSM  shall 
stay  the  effect  of  that  determination  and 
OSM  shall  be  restricted  fi-om  taking 
collection  pending  the  outcome  of 
review  proceedings. 

OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of  going 
forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case 
for  forfeiture  of  the  performance  bond. 
The  ultimate  burden  of  persuasion  that 
the  performance  bond  not  be  forfeited 
shall  rest  with  the  permittee  or  surety. 

Review  of  OSM  Determination  of  Issues 
Under  30  CFR  761.12(h) 

Pursuant  to  section  522(e)  of  the  Act, 

30  U.S.C,  1272(e),  and  30  CFR  761.12(h). 
section  4.1411  provides  that  the  permit 
applicant  or  any  person  with  an  interest 
which  is  or  may  be  adversely  affected 
by  a  determination  of  OSM  that  a 
person  holds  or  does  not  hold  a  valid 
existing  right,  or  that  surface  coal 
mining  operations  did  or  did  not  exist  on 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Act.  may 
file  a  request  for  review  of  that 
determination. 

The  request  shall  be  filed  within  30 
days  of  receipt  by  the  permit  applicant 
of  a  copy  of  OSM’s  written 
determination,  or  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  the  determination  in  the 
Federal  Register,  whichever  is  later. 

Section  4.1413(a)  provides  that  if  the 
permit  applicant  is  seeking  review,  OSM 
will  have  the  burden  of  going  forward  to 
establish  a  prima  facie  case  and  the 
ultimate  burden  of  persuasion  will  rest 
with  the  permit  applicant.  Under 
§  4.1413(b)  if  any  other  person  is  seeking 
review,  that  person  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  and  the  ultimate 
burden  of  persuasion  that  a  person 
holds  or  does  not  hold  a  valid  existing 
right,  or  that  surface  coal  mining 
operations  did  not  exist  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Act. 

Drafting  information:  The  principal 
authors  of  these  proposed  regulations 
are  Bruce  Harris,  Office  of  Hearings  and 


Appeals,  Department  of  the  Interior,  and 
Michael  Kurman,  Office  of  the  Solicitor. 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

Note. — The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  document  is  not  a 
significant  rule  and  does  not  require  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Exec.  Order  No. 
12044  and  43  CFR  Part  14. 

Wm.  Philip  Horton, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

December  12, 1980. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble.  Subpart  L  of  Part  4  of  Title  43 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  by  adding 
§§  4.1350-4.1414  as  follows; 

Request  for  Hearing  on  a  Preliminary  Finding 
Concerning  a  Demonstrated  Pattern  of  Willful 
Violations  Under  Section  510(c)  of  the  Act,  30 
U.S.C.  §  1260(c)  (Federal  Program,  Federal 
Lands  Program) 

Sec. 

4.1350  Scope. 

4.1351  Preliminary  finding  by  OSM. 

4.1352  Who  may  file;  where  to  file:  when  to 
file. 

4.1353  Contents  of  request. 

4.1354  Determination  by  administrative  law 
judge. 

4.1355  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1356  Appeals. 

Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  Applications  for  Permits 
(Federal  Program;  Federal  Lands  Program) 

4.1360  Scope. 

4.1361  Who  may  file. 

4.1362  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

4.1363  Contents  of  request. 

4.1364  Time  for  hearing. 

4.1365  Status  of  permit  approvals  pending 
review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

4.1366  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1367  Request  for  temporary  relief  from  a 
decision  to  approve  or  disapprove  a 
permit  application  in  whole  or  in  part. 

4.13M  Determination  by  the  administrative 
law  judge. 

4.1369  Appeals.  * 

Requests  for  Review  Concerning  Permit 
Modification  Orders,  and  Applications  for 
Permit  Revisions,  Renewals  and  the  Transfer, 
Assignment,  or  Sale  of  Rights  Granted  Under 
Permits  (Federal  Program.  Federal  Lands 
Program) 

4.1370  Scope. 

4.1371  Who  may  file;  where  to  file. 

4.1372  When  to  file. 

4.1373  Contents  of  request. 

4.1374  Time  for  hearing. 

4.1375  Status  of  OSM  order  or  decision 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

4.1376  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1377  Request  for  temporary  relief. 

4.1378  Determination  by  the  administrative 
law  judge. 

4.1379  Appeals. 

4.1380  Scope. 


Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  a  Coal  Exploration 
Application  (Federal  Program,  Federal  Lands 
Program) 

Sgc 

4.1381  Who  may  file. 

4.1382  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

4.1383  Contents  of  request. 

4.1384  Status  of  approvals  peiiding  review 
by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

4.1385  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1386  Appeals. 

Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  a  Performance  Bond  Release 
Application  Under  Section  51S  of  the  Act,  30 
U.S.C.  §  1269  (Federal  Program,  Federal 
Lands  Program) 

4.1390  Scope. 

4.1391  Who  may  file. 

4.1392  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

4.1393  Contents  of  request. 

4.1394  Status  of  performance  bond  release 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

4.1395  Appeals. 

Request  for  Review  of  Performance  Bond 
Forfeiture  (Federal  Program,  Federal  Lands 
Program) 

4.1400  Scope. 

4.1401  Who  may  file;  where  to  file;  when  to 
file. 

4.1402  Contents  of  request. 

4.1403  Status  of  forfeiture  proceedings 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

4.1404  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1405  Appeals. 

Request  for  Review  of  OSM  Determination  of 
Issues  Under  30  CFR  761.12(h)  (Federal 
Program,  Federal  Lands  Program) 

4.1410  Scope. 

4.1411  Who  may  file;  where  to  file;  when  to 
file. 

4.1412  Contents  of  request. 

4.1413  Burden  of  proof. 

4.1414  Appeals. 

Authority:  Sec.  201,  P.L.  95-87,  91  Stat.  445 
(30  U.S.C.  1201,  et  seq.) 

Request  for  Hearing  on  a  Preliminary 
Finding  Concerning  a  Demonstrated 
Pattern  of  Willful  Violations  Under 
Section  510(c)  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C 
§  1260(c)  (Federal  Program,  Federal 
Lands  Program) 

§4.1350  Scope. 

These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  review  under  a  partial  or 
complete  Federal  program  for  a  State  (30 
CFR  Parts  733,  736)  or  a  Federal  lands 
program  (30  CFR  Chapter  VII. 
Subchapter  D)  of  a  preliminary  finding 
by  OSM,  prior  to  approval  or 
disapproval  of  a  permit  application,  that 
the  applicant,  or  operator  specified  in 
the  application,  controls  or  has 
controlled  mining  operations  with  a 
demonstrated  pattern  of  willful 
violations  of  the  Act,  State  or  Federal 
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laws  or  regulations,  or  individual  permit 
conditions. 

§  4.1351  Preliminary  finding  by  OSM. 

If  OSM  determines  during  review  of 
the  permit  application  that  the  applicant, 
or  operator  specified  in  the  application, 
controls  or  has  controlled  mining 
operations  with  a  demonstrated  pattern 
of  willful  violations  of  such  nature, 
duration,  and  with  such  resulting 
irreparable  damage  to  the  environment 
as  to  indicate  an  intent  not  to  comply, 
OSM  shall  issue  the  applicant  or 
operator  a  notice  of  intent  to  deny  the 
permit  on  the  basis  of  such  preliminary 
finding.  A  copy  of  such  notice  of  intent 
shall  be  issued  simultaneously  to  each 
person  who  filed  a  written  comment  or 
objection  with  respect  to  the 
application,  and  shall  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  public  office 
where  the  applicant  filed  a  copy  of  the 
permit  application. 

§  4.1352  Who  may  file;  where  to  file;  when 
to  file. 

(a)  The  applicant  or  operator  may  file 
a  request  for  hearing  on  OSM’s 
preliminary  finding  of  a  demonstrated 
pattern  of  willful  violations. 

(b)  The  request  for  hearing  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Hearings  Division,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203, 
within  30  days  of  receipt  by  the 
applicant  or  operator  of  the  notice  of 
intent  to  deny  the  permit. 

(c)  Failure  to  make  a  timely  filing  of 
the  request  shall  constitute  a  waiver  of 
the  opportunity  for  a  hearing  prior  to  a 
final  finding  by  OSM  concerning  a 
demonstrated  pattern  of  willful 
violations  which  results  in  the 
disapproval  of  the  permit  application. 

§  4. 1 353  Contents  of  request 

The  request  for  hearing  shall 
include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  preliminary  finding:  and 

(c)  Any  other  relevant  information. 

§  4.1354  Determination  by  administrative 
law  judge. 

(a)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
act  expeditiously  to  set  a  time  and  place 
for  the  hearing  and  to  issue  a  decision. 

(b)  The  definitions  found  at  30  CFR 
786.5  shall  apply  to  these  proceedings. 

§  4.1355  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of 
going  forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie 
(;ase  as  to  the  existence  of  a 
demonstrated  pattern  of  willful 


violations  of  the  Act,  State  of  Federal 
laws  or  regulations,  or  individual  permit 
conditions,  which  are  of  such  nature, 
duration,  and  with  such  resulting 
irreparable  damage  to  the  environment 
as  to  indicate  an  intent  not  to  comply. 

(b)  The  ultimate  burden  of  persuasion 
shall  rest  with  the  person  requesting  a 
hearing. 

§  4.1356  Appeals. 

Any  party  aggrieved  by  the  decision 
of  the  administrative  law  judge  may 
appeal  to  the  Board  under  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  4.1271  et  seq.  of  this 
subpart. 

Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  Applications  for  Permits 
(Federal  Program,  Federal  Lands 
Program) 

§  4.1360  Scope. 

These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  formal  review  pursuant  to 
§  514  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  §  1264,  of  a 
decision  by  OSM  under  a  partial  or 
complete  Federal  program  for  a  State  (30 
CFR  Parts  733,  736)  or  a  Federal  lands 
program  (30  CFR  Chapter  VII, 

Subchapter  D)  to  approve  or  disapprove 
a  permit  application,  in  whole  or  in  part. 
Permit  applications  subject  to  these 
rules  shall  include  all  applications  for 
new  permits,  including  those  new 
permits  required  under  30  CFR  788.12(d), 
788.13(b),  788.14(b)(2),  and  788.19(b)(1). 

§  4.1361  Who  may  file. 

The  applicant  or  any  person  having  an 
interest  which  is  or  may  be  adversely 
affected  by  a  decision  of  OSM  to 
approve  or  disapprove  a  permit 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part,  may  file 
a  request  for  review  of  that  decision. 

§  4.1362  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

(a)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Hearings  Division,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203, 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  a  copy  of 
OSM’s  written  decision  approving  or 
disapproving  the  permit  application,  in 
whole  or  in  part, 

(b)  Any  person  not  served  with  a  copy 
of  OSM’s  written  decision  shall  file  the 
request  for  review  within  40  days  of  the 
date  of  the  issuance  of  the  written 
decision, 

§  4.1363  Contents  of  request. 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  decision; 

(c)  A  request  for  specific  relief; 


(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 

§  4. 1 364  Time  for  hearing. 

(a)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
hold  a  hearing  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  the  filing  of  the  request  for  review 
and  shall  notify  all  interested  parties  of 
the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing. 

(b)  The  administrative  law  judge  may 
grant  an  extension  of  time  for  the 
hearing  only  if  all  parties  to  the  hearing 
agree  to  such  extension. 

§  4. 1 365  Status  of  permit  approvals 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

The  issuance  of  a  permit  following 
OSM  approval  of  a  permit  application 
shall  be  stayed  during  the  pendency  of 
any  administrative  review  proceeding 
resulting  from  such  approval.  However, 
the  administrative  law  judge,  pursuant 
to  a  request  for  temporary  relief  under 
§  4.1367,  may,  if  the  requirements  of 
§  4.1367(e)  are  met,  dissolve  the  stay  and 
provide  that  OSM’s  approval  or  any  part 
of  it  shall  be  in  full  force  and  effect 
immediately. 

§4.1 366  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  If  the  permit  applicant  is  seeking 
review,  OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of 
going  forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie 
case  as  to  failure  to  comply  with  the 
applicable  requirements  of  the  Act  or 
the  regulations,  and  the  permit  applicant 
shall  have  the  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  as  to  entitlement  to  the 
permit. 

(b)  If  any  other  person  is  seeking 
review,  that  person  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  and  the  ultimate 
burden  of  persuasion  that  the  permit 
application  fails  in  some  manner  to 
comply  with  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  Act  or  the 
regulations. 

§  4.1367  Request  for  temporary  relief  from 
a  decision  to  approve  or  disapprove  a 
permit  application  in  whole  or  in  part. 

(a)  Where  review  is  requested 
pursuant  to  §  4.1362,  any  party  may  file 
a  request  for  temporary  relief  at  any 
time  prior  to  decision  by  an 
administrative  law  judge,  so  long  as  the 
relief  sought  is  not  the  issuance  of  a 
permit  where  a  permit  application  has 
been  disapproved,  in  whole  or  in  part. 

(b)  The  request  shall  be  filed  with  the 
administrative  law  judge  to  whom  the 
case  has  been  assigned.  If  no 
assignment  has  been  made,  the 
application  shall  be  filed  in  the  Hearings 
Division,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
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4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203. 

(c)  The  applications  shall  include — 

(1)  A  detailed  written  statement 
setting  forth  the  reasons  why  relief 
should  be  granted; 

(2)  A  statement  of  the  specific  relief 
requested; 

(3)  A  showing  that  there  is  a 
substantial  likelihood  that  the  person 
seeking  relief  will  prevail  on  the  merits 
of  the  final  determination  of  the 
proceeding;  and 

(4)  A  showing  that  the  relief  sought 
will  not  adversely  affect  the  public 
health  or  safety  or  cause  significant 
imminent  enviroiunental  harm  to  land, 
air,  or  water  resources. 

(d)  The  administrative  law  judge  may 
hold  a  hearing  on  any  issue  raised  by 
the  application. 

(e)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
expeditiously  issue  an  order  or  decision 
granting  or  denying  such  temporary 
relief.  Temporary  relief  may  be  granted 
only  if — 

(1)  All  parties  to  the  proceedings  have 
been  notified  and  given  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  on  a  request  for  temporary 
relief; 

(2)  The  person  requesting  such  relief 
shows  that  there  is  a  substantial 
likelihood  of  prevailing  on  the  merits  of 
the  final  determination  of  the 
proceeding; 

(3)  Such  relief  will  not  adversely 
affect  the  public  health  or  safety  or 
cause  significant  imminent 
environmental  harm  to  land,  air,  or 
water  resources;  and 

(4)  If  such  relief  is  the  dissolution  of 
the  stay  imposed  under  §  4.1365,  the 
party  requesting  dissolution  must 
establish  that  the  public  interest  will  not 
be  adversely  affected  by  such  action. 

(f)  Appeals  of  temporary  relief 
decisions. 

(1)  Any  party  desiring  to  appeal  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
granting  or  denying  temporary  relief 
may  appeal  to  the  Board,  or,  in  the 
alternative,  may  seek  judicial  review 
pursuant  to  section  526(a),  30  U.S.C. 
1276,  of  the  Act. 

(2)  The  Board  shall  issue  an  expedited 
briefing  schedule  and  shall  issue  a 
decision  on  the  appeal  expeditiously. 

§  4. 1 368  Determination  by  the 
administrative  iaw  Judge. 

The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
issue  a  written  decision  within  10  days 
of  the  date  the  hearing  record  is  closed 
by  the  administrative  law  judge. 

§4.1369  Appeais. 

(a)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
shall  have  2  working  days  from  receipt 


of  the  decision  within  which  to  file  a 
notice  of  appeal  with  the  Board.  A  copy 
of  the  notice  of  appeal  must 
simultaneously  be  filed  with  the 
administrative  law  judge. 

(b)  The  Board  shall  act  immediately  to 
issue  an  expedited  briefing  schedule. 

(c)  The  decision  of  the  Board  shall  be 
issued  within  30  days  of  the  date  the 
hearing  record  is  closed  by  the 
administrative  law  judge. 

Requests  for  Review  Concerning  Permit 
Modification  Orders,  and  Applications 
for  Permit  Revisions,  Renewals  and  the 
Transfer,  Assignment,  or  Sale  of  Rights 
Granted  Under  Permits  (Federal 
Program,  Federal  Lands  Program) 

§4.1370  Scope. 

These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  formal  review  under  a 
partial  or  complete  Federal  program  for 
a  state  (30  CFR  Parts  733,  736)  or  a 
Federal  lands  program  (30  CFR  Chapter 
VII,  Subchapter  D)  of  a  final  decision  by 
OSM  concerning  permit  modification 
orders,  and  applications  for  permit 
revisions,  permit  renewals,  or  the 
transfer,  assignment  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  permits. 

§  4.1371  Who  may  file;  where  to  file. 

The  applicant,  permittee,  or  any 
person  having  an  interest  which  is  or 
may  be  adversely  affected  by  a  final 
decision  of  OSM  ordering  modification 
of  a  permit,  or  approving  or 
disapproving  applications  for  permit 
revisions,  permit  renewals,  or  the 
transfer,  assignment  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  permits,  may  file  a 
request  for  review  of  that  decision  with 
the  Hearings  Division,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boulevard, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 

§4.1372  When  to  file. 

(a)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
filed  within  30  days  of  receipt  of  a  copy 
of  OSM’s  written  order  or  decision. 

(b)  Any  person  not  served  with  a  copy 
of  OSM's  written  order  or  decision  shall 
file  the  request  for  review  within  40 
days  of  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the 
written  order  or  decision. 

§  4.1373  Contents  of  request. 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM's  decision; 

(c)  A  request  for  specific  relief; 

(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 


§  4.1374  Time  for  hearing. 

(a)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
hold  a  hearing  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  the  filing  of  the  request  for  review  of 
the  approval  or  disapproval  of  a  permit 
revision  or  permit  renewal  and  shall 
notify  all  interested  parties  of  the  time 
and  place  of  such  hearing. 

(b)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
act  expeditiously  to  order  a  hearing  on  a 
request  for  review  of  a  permit 
modification  order  or  the  approval  or 
disapproval  of  the  transfer,  assignment 
or  sale  of  rights  granted  under  a  permit. 

(c)  The  a^inistrative  iaw  judge  may 
grant  an  extension  of  time  for  the 
hearing  only  if  all  parties  to  the  hearing 
agree  to  su^  extension. 

§  4.1375  Status  of  OSM  order  or  decision 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

(a)  The  terms  and  effect  of  a  permit 
modification  order  shall  be  stayed 
during  the  pendency  of  any 
administrative  review  proceeding 
resulting  from  that  order. 

(b)  The  issuance  of  a  permit  following 
OSM  approval  of  applications  for  permit 
revisions  or  permit  renewals,  or  the 
approval  of  an  application  for  the 
transfer,  assignment,  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  permits,  shall  be  stayed 
during  the  pendency  of  any 
administrative  proceeding  resulting  fi-om 
such  approval.  However,  the 
administrative  law  judge,  pursuant  to  a 
request  for  temporary  relief  under 
4.1377,  may,  if  the  requirements  of 
4.1377(e)  are  met,  dissolve  the  stay  and 
provide  that  OSM's  approval  or  any  part 
of  it  shall  be  in  full  force  and  effect 
immediately. 

§4.1376  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  In  proceedings  involving  permit 
modification  orders,  OSM  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case.  The  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  shall  rest  with  the  person 
seeking  review  of  the  order. 

(b)  In  proceedings  involving  permit 
renewal  decisions,  those  parties 
opposing  renewal  shall  have  the  burden 
of  going  foreward  to  establish  a  prima 
facie  case  and  the  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  that  the  renewal  application 
should  be  disapproved. 

(c)  In  proceedings  involving  OSM 
decisions  on  applications  for  permit 
revisions  and  on  applications  for  the 
transfer,  assignment,  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  permits — 

(1)  If  the  applicant  is  seeking  review, 
OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of  going 
forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case 
as  to  failure  to  comply  with  applicable 
requirements  of  the  Act  or  the 
regulations,  and  the  applicant  requesting 
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review  shall  have  the  ultimate  burden  of 
persuasion  as  to  entitlement  to  approval 
of  the  application;  and 

(2)  If  any  other  person  is  seeking 
review,  that  person  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  and  the  ultimate 
burden  of  persuasion  that  the 
application  fails  in  some  manner  to 
comply  with  the  applicable 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
regulations. 

§  4.1377  Request  for  temporary  relief. 

(a)  Where  review  is  requested 
pursuant  to  4.1371,  any  party  may  file  a 
request  for  temporary  relief  at  anytime 
prior  to  decision  by  an  administrative 
law  judge,  so  long  as  the  relief  sought  is 
not  the  issuance  of  a  permit  where  an 
application  has  been  disapproved,  in 
whole  or  in  part. 

(b)  The  request  shall  be  filed  with  the 
administrative  law  judge  to  whom  the 
case  has  been  assigned.  If  no 
assignment  has  been  made,  the 
application  shall  be  filed  in  the  Hearings 
Division,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203. 

(c)  The  application  shall  include — 

(ij  A  detailed  written  statement 

setting  forth  the  reasons  why  relief 
should  be  granted; 

(2)  A  statement  of  the  specific  relief 
requested; 

(3)  A  showing  that  there  is  a 
substantial  likelihood  that  the  person 
seeking  relief  will  prevail  on  the  merits 
of  the  final  determination  of  the 
proceedings;  and 

(4)  A  showing  that  the  relief  sought 
will  not  adversely  affect  the  public 
health  or  safety  or  cause  significant 
imminent  environmental  harm  to  land, 
air,  or  water  resources. 

(d)  The  administrative  law  judge  may 
hold  a  hearing  on  any  issue  raised  by 
the  application. 

(e)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
expeditiously  issue  an  order  or  decision 
granting  or  denying  such  temporary 
relief.  Temporary  relief  may  be  granted 
only  if — 

(1)  All  parties  to  the  proceedings  have 
been  notified  and  given  an  opportunity 
to  be  heard  on  a  request  for  temporary' 
relief; 

(2)  The  person  requesting  such  relief 
shows  that  there  is  a  substantial 
likelihood  of  prevailing  on  the  merits  of 
the  final  determination  of  the 
proceeding; 

(3)  Such  relief  will  not  adversely 
affect  the  public  health  or  safety  or 
cause  significant  imminent 
environmental  harm  to  land,  air,  or 
water  resources;  and 


(4)  If  such  relief  is  the  dissolution  of 
the  stay  imposed  imder  4.1375(b),  the 
party  requesting  dissolution  must 
establish  that  the  public  interest  will  not 
be  adversely  affected  by  such  action. 

(f)  Appeals  of  temporary  relief 
decisions. 

(1)  Any  party  desiring  to  appeal  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
granting  or  denying  temporary  relief 
may  appeal  to  ^e  Board  or,  in  the 
alternative,  may  seek  judicial  review 
pursuant  to  section  526(a],  30  U.S.C. 
1276(a),  of  the  Act. 

(2)  iTie  Board  shall  issue  an  expedited 
briefing  schedule  and  shall  issue  a 
decision  on  the  appeal  expeditiously. 

§  4.1378  Determination  by  the 
administrative  law  Judge. 

(a)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
issue  a  written  decision  on  a  request  for 
review  of  a  permit  revision  or  permit 
renewal  decision  within  10  days  of  the 
date  the  hearing  record  is  closed  by  the 
administrative  law  judge. 

(b)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
act  expeditiously  to  issue  a  written 
decision  on  a  request  for  review  of  an 
OSM  permit  modification  order  or  an 
OSM  decision  on  an  application  for  the 
transfer,  assignment  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  a  permit. 

§  4.1379  Appeals. 

(a)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
on  a  request  for  review  of  a  permit 
revision  or  permit  renewal  decision 
shall  have  2  working  days  from  receipt 
of  the  decision  within  which  to  file  a 
notice  of  appeal  with  the  Board.  A  copy 
of  the  notice  of  appeal  must 
simultaneously  be  Bled  with  the 
administrative  law  judge. 

(1)  The  Board  shall  act  immediately  to 
issue  an  expedited  briefing  schedule. 

(2)  The  decision  of  the  Board  shall  be 
issued  within  30  days  of  the  date  the 
hearing  record  is  closed  by  the 
administrative  law  judge. 

(b)  Any  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
on  a  request  for  review  of  an  OSM 
permit  modification  order  or  an  OSM 
decision  on  an  application  for  the 
transfer,  assignment  or  sale  of  rights 
granted  under  a  permit  may  appeal  to 
the  Board  under  procedures  set  forth  in 
§  4.1271  et  seq.  of  this  subpart. 

Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  a  Coal  Exploration 
Application  (Federal  Program,  Federal 
Lands  Program) 

§  4.1380  Scope. 

These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  formal  review,  pursuant  to 
30  CFR  776.14(b),  of  a  decision  by  OSM 


under  a  partial  or  complete  Federal 
program  for  a  State  (30  CFR  Parts  733, 
736)  or  a  Federal  lands  program  (30  CFR 
Chapter  VII,  Subchapter  D)  to  approve 
or  disapprove  a  coal  exploration 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part. 

§  4.1381  Who  may  file. 

The  applicant  or  any  person  having  an 
interest  which  is  or  may  be  adversely 
affected  by  a  decison  of  OSM  to 
approve  or  disapprove  a  coal 
exploration  application,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  may  file  a  request  for  review  of 
that  decision. 

§4.1382  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

(a)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Hearings  Division,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203, 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  OSM’s 
written  decision  approving  or 
disapproving  the  coal  exploration 
application. 

(b)  Any  person  not  served  with  a  copy 
of  OSM’s  written  decision  shall  file  the 
request  for  review  within  40  days  of  the 
date  of  issuance  of  the  written  decision. 

§  4.1383  Contents  of  request 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  decision; 

(c)  A  request  for  specific  relief; 

(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 

§  4.1384  Status  of  approvals  pending 
review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

The  approval  of  a  coal  exploration 
application  shall  be  stayed  during  the 
pendency  of  any  administrative  review 
proceeding  resulting  from  such  approval. 

§  4.1385  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  If  the  coal  exploration  applicant  is 
seeking  review,  OSM  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  as  to  failure  to  comply 
with  the  applicable  requirements  of  the 
Act  or  the  regulations,  and  the  permit 
applicant  shall  have  the  ultimate  burden 
of  persuasion  as  to  entitlement  to  the 
approval. 

(b)  If  any  other  person  is  seeking 
review,  that  person  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  and  the  ultimate 
burden  of  persuasion  that  the 
application  fails  in  some  manner  to 
comply  with  the  applicable 
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requirements  of  the  Act  or  the 
relations. 

§  4.1386  Appeals. 

Any  party  aggrieved  by  the  decision 
of  the  administrative  law  judge  may 
appeal  to  the  Board  under  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  4.1271  et  seq.  of  this 
subpart. 

Request  for  Review  of  Approval  or 
Disapproval  of  a  Performance  Bond 
Release  Application  Under  Section  519 
of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  §  1269  (Federal 
Program,  Federal  Lands  Program) 

§  4.1390  Scope. 

These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  formal  review  pursuant  to 
section  519  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  1269, 
and  30  CFR  807.11,  of  a  decision  by  OSM 
under  a  partial  or  complete  Federal 
program  for  a  State  (30  CFR  Parts  733, 
736]  or  a  Federal  lands  program  (30  CFR 
Chapter  VII,  Subchapter  D)  to  approve 
or  disapprove,  in  whole  or  in  part,  an 
application  for  release  of  a  performance 
bond  for  siuface  coal  mining  and 
reclamation  operations. 

§4.1391  Who  may  file. 

The  permittee  or  any  affected  person, 
as  that  term  is  defined  in  30  CFR 
807.11(c],  may  file  a  request  for  review 
of  a  decision  by  OSM  to  approve  or 
disapprove,  in  whole  or  in  part,  an 
application  for  release  of  a  performance 
bond. 

§  4.1392  Where  to  file;  when  to  file. 

(a)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Hearings  Division,  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203, 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  OSM's 
written  decision  approving  or 
disapproving  in  whole  or  in  part,  an 
application  for  release  of  a  performance 
bond. 

(b)  Any  affected  person  not  served 
with  a  copy  of  OSM’s  written  decision 
shall  file  the  request  for  review  within 
40  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of  the 
written  decision. 

§  4.1393  Contents  of  request 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  decision; 

(c)  A  request  for  specific  relief; 

(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 


§  4.1394  Status  of  performance  bond 
release  pending  review  by  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

OSM  shall  not  release  a  performance 
bond,  in  whole  or  in  part,  during  the 
pendency  of  any  review  proceeding 
resulting  from  the  approval  of  such 
release. 

§  4.1395  Appeals. 

Any  party  aggrieved  by  the  decision 
of  the  administrative  law  judge  may 
appeal  to  the  Board  under  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  4.1271  et  seq.  of  this 
subpart. 

Request  for  Review  of  Performance 
Bond  Forfeiture  (Federal  Program, 
Federal  Lands  Program) 

§  4.1400  Scope. 

'These  rules  set  forth  the  procedures 
for  obtaining  formal  review  under  a 
partial  or  complete  Federal  program  for 
a  State  (30  CFR  Parts  733,  736)  or  a 
Federal  lands  program  (30  CFR  Chapter 
VII,  Subchapter  D)  of  a  determination  by 
OSM  to  forfeit  all  or  part  of  a 
performance  bond,  as  a  result  of  the 
permittee's  failure  to  meet  the 
conditions  upon  the  bond. 

§  4.1401  Who  may  file;  where  to  file;  when 
to  file. 

(a)  The  permittee  or  surety,  if 
applicable,  may  file  a  request  for  review 
of  a  determination  by  OSM  to  forfeit  all 
or  part  of  a  performance  bond. 

(b)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
Bled  with  the  Hearings  Division,  OfBce 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203, 
within  30  days  of  receipt  of  OSM's 
written  determination. 

§  4.1402  Contents  of  request. 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  decision; 

(c)  A  request  for  speciHc  relief; 

(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 

§4.1 403  Status  of  forfeiture  proceedings 
pending  review  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals. 

The  Bling  of  a  request  for  review  with 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  shall 
automatically  stay  OSM  from  taking 
collection  action  after  a  forfeiture 
determination. 

§  4.1404  Burden  of  proof. 

OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of  going 
forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie  case 


for  forfeiture  of  the  performance  bond.  ‘ 
The  ultimate  burden  of  persuasion  that 
the  performance  bond  not  be  forfeited 
shall  rest  with  the  permittee  or  surety,  if 
applicable. 

§  4.1405  Appeals. 

Any  party  aggrieved  by  the  final 
decision  of  the  administrative  law  judge 
may  appeal  to  the  Board  under 
procedures  set  forth  in  §  4.1271  et  seq.  of 
this  subpart. 

Request  for  Review  of  OSM 
Determination  of  Issues  Under  30  CFR 
761.12(h)  (Federal  Program,  Federal 
Lands  Program) 

§4.1410  Scope. 

There  rules  set  forth  procedures  for 
obtaining  formal  review  pursuant  to  30 
CFR  761.12(h)  of  a  determination  by 
OSM  under  a  partial  or  complete 
Federal  program  for  a  State  (30  CFR 
Parts  733,  736]  or  a  Federal  lands 
program  (30  CFR  Chapter  VII, 

Subchapter  D]  that  a  person  holds  or 
does  not  hold  a  valid  existing  right,  or 
that  surface  coal  mining  operations  did 
or  did  not  exist  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  Act,  on  lands  where  operations 
are  prohibited  or  limited  by  section 
522(e)  of  the  Act,  30  U.S.C.  1272(e). 

§  4.141 1  Who  may  file;  where  to  file;  when 
to  file. 

(a)  The  permit  applicant  or  any  person 
with  an  interest  which  is  or  may  be 
adversely  affected  by  a  determination  of 
OSM  that  a  person  holds  or  does  not 
hold  a  valid  existing  right,  or  that 
surface  coal  mining  operations  did  or 
did  not  exist  on  the  date  of  enactment  of 
the  Act,  may  ffle  a  request  for  review  of 
that  determination  with  the  Hearings 
Division,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203. 

(b)  The  request  for  review  shall  be 
filed  within  30  days  of  receipt  by  the 
applicant  of  a  copy  of  OSM’s  written 
determination,  or  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  the  determination  in  the 
Federal  Register,  whichever  is  later. 

§  4.1412  Contents  of  request 

The  request  for  review  shall  include — 

(a)  A  clear  statement  of  the  facts 
entitling  that  person  to  administrative 
relief; 

(b)  An  explanation  of  the  alleged 
errors  in  OSM’s  decision: 

(c)  A  request  for  speciflc  relief; 

(d)  A  statement  whether  the  person 
requests  or  waives  the  opportunity  for 
an  evidentiary  hearing;  and 

(e)  Any  other  relevant  information. 
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§  4.1413  Burden  of  proof. 

(a)  If  the  permit  applicant  is  seeking 
review,  OSM  shall  have  the  burden  of 
going  forward  to  establish  a  prima  facie 
case.  The  ultimate  burden  of  persuasion 
shall  rest  with  the  person  seeking 
review  of  the  determination. 

(b}  If  any  other  person  is  seeking 
review,  that  person  shall  have  the 
burden  of  going  forward  to  establish  a 
prima  facie  case  and  the  ultimate 
burden  of  persuasion  that  a  person 
holds  or  does  not  hold  a  valid  existing 
right,  or  that  surface  coal  mining 
operations  did  not  exist  on  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  Act. 

§  4.1414  Appeals. 

Any  party  aggrieved  by  the  decision 
of  the  administrative -law  judge  may 
appeal  to  the  Board  imder  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  4.1271  et  seq,  of  this 
subpart. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1256  Filed  1-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
46  CFR  Part  503 
[Docket  No.  80-48] 

Appeals  of  Denials  of  Requests  for 
information 

agency:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
action:  Discontinuance  of  Proceeding. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has 
determined  to  discontinue  Docket  No. 
80-48  without  issuing  a  rule.  A  change  in 
the  present  system  of  processing  of 
appeals  from  denials  of  requests  for 
information  imder  the  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Acts  is  considered 
unnecessary. 

dates:  Effective  January  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT; 
Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 

NW,  Room  11101,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573.  (202)  523-5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By  notice 
published  in  this  proceeding  (45  FR 
48172;  July  18, 1980],  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  proposed  to 
amend  its  rules  regarding  appeals  from  a 
denial  by  the  Secretary  of  certain 
requests  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
Freedom  of  Information  and 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Acts.  At 
present,  §  503.34  of  46  CFR  provides  that 
such  appeals  are  made  to  the  Chairman. 
The  proposed  amendment  would  have 
the  appeals  addressed  to  the  entire 
Commission  where  they  involve  a 
request  for  transcripts  of  closed 


Commission  meetings  and  “other 
documents  which  have  been  prepared 
through  joint  action  or  effort  of  a 
quorum  of  Commissioners." 

In  response  to  the  notice,  comments 
were  received  from  The  Adherence 
Group;  a  number  of  conferences  in  the 
North  European  trades;  the  "8900”  Lines, 
a  number  of  conferences  in  the  Latin 
American  trades;  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.; 
and  the  firm  of  Kominers,  Fort,  Schlefer 
and  Boyer. 

The  Commission  has  considered  the 
comments  in  this  proceeding  and 
reviewed  its  experience  over  the  years 
with  respect  to  appeals  of  denials  of 
requests  and  concluded  that  a  change  in 
the  current  procedure  is  unnecessary. 
Appeals  are  made  in  relatively  few 
circumstances  and  appeals  of  the  type 
contemplated  in  this  proposed 
rulemaking  are  extremely  rare.  The 
present  procedure  of  appeal  to  a  single 
authority,  viz.,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  is  efficient  and  fair. 
Accordingly,  this  proceeding  is 
discontinued. 

By  the  Commission.* 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary, 

|PR  Doc  81-1338  Filed  1-13-81:  845  am] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  25 

ICC  Docket  No.  80-584;  RM-3304] 

Policies  Governing  the  Ownership  and 
Operation  of  Domestic  Satellite  Earth 
Stations  in  the  Bush  Communities  in 
Alaska;  Order  Extending  Time  for 
Filing  Comments  and  Reply  Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking; 
Extension  of  comment  and  reply  period. 

summary:  This  order  extends  the  time 
for  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
in  CC  Docket  No.  86-584  (RM-3304) 
relating  to  policies  governing  the 
ownership  and  operation  of  domestic 
satellite  earth  stations  in  the  Bush 
communities  in  Alaska. 
date:  Initial  comments  are  now  due  on 
or  before  January  28, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  March  1, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pamela  Wisne,  Domestic  Facilities 
Division,  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  202- 
632-5930. 


'  Dissenting  Opinion  of  Vice  Choirman  Kanuk  is 
filed  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  as  part 
of  the  original  document. 


In  the  matter  of  policies  governing  the 
ownership  and  operation  of  domestic 
satellite  earth  stations  in  the  Bush 
communities  in  Alaska,  CC  Docket  No. 
80-584,  (RM-3304).* 

Adopted  December  24, 1980. 

Released:  January  2, 1981. 

1.  On  December  18, 1980,  the  Rural 
Development  Council  of  Alaska  (the 
Council)  filed  a  request  for  an  extension 
of  time  to  file  comments  to  the 
Commission's  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  in  CC  Docket  No.  80-584, 
FCC  80-550  (released  October  29, 1980). 

2.  In  support  of  its  request,  the  Council 
claims  it  was  not  apprised  of  the  above- 
captioned  rulemaking  proceeding  until 
December  5, 1980.  It  states  that  an 
extension  of  time  is  needed  in  order  for 
it  to  participate  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding. 

3.  In  the  interests  of  establishing  a  full 
record,  we  will  grant  a  short  extension 
of  time.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered, 
pursuant  to  Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1)  and 
303(f)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.291  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  that  the  dates  for 
filing  comments  in  response  to  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  is 
extended  to  and  including  January  28, 
1981,  and  the  date  for  filing  reply 
comments  is  extended  to  and  including 
March  2, 1981. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

James  R.  Keegan, 

Chief,  Domestic  Facilities  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1361  Filed  1-13-81;  845  am) 
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•  See  45  FR  71304,  October  28, 1980. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or^ 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetirrgs,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Waimanalo  Watershed,  Hawaii;  intent 
To  Prepare  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

jack  P.  Kanalz,  State  Conservationist, 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  Room  4316, 
Prince  Kuhio  Federal  Building.  300  Ala 
Moana,  P.O.  Box  50004,  Honolulu, 

Hawaii  96850,  telephone  608-546-3165. 
NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500): 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  being 
prepared  for  the  Waimanalo  Watershed, 
City  and  County  of  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federally  assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  may  cause  significant  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the 
environment  As  a  result  of  these 
findings.  Jack  P.  Kanalz.  State 
Conservationist  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are 
needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for 
watershed  protection,  flood  prevention, 
and  irrigation. 

A  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  will  be  prepared  and 
circulated  for  review  by  agencies  and 
the  public.  The  Soil  Conservation 
Service  invites  participation  of  agencies 
and  individuals  with  expertise  or 
interest  in  the  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.  The 


draft  environmental  impact  statement 
will  be  developed  by  Jack  P.  Kanalz, 
State  Conservationist. 

Dated:  January  2, 1981. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Deputy  Chief  for  Natural  Resource  Projects. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  A-95 
regarding  State  and  local  clearinghouse 
review  of  Federal  and  federally  assisted 
programs  and  projects  is  applicable.) 

|FR  Doc.  81-12re  FUed  1-13-81:  8:45  ami 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  38606] 

Application  of  Air  Florida,  Inc. 
agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
ACTION:  Grant  of  certificate  authority. 

summary:  The  Board  proposes  to 
approve  the  following  application. 
Applicant:  Air  Florida,  Inc.  Application 
Date:  August  5, 1980.  Docket  38606. 
Authority:  Amendment  of  Route  197-F 
to  read  as  follows;  “Between  a  point  or 
points  in  the  United  States  (other  than 
Sarasota/Bradenton,  Orange  County 
and  West  Palm  Beach)  and  a  point  or 
points  in  the  Bahamas  Islands.*’ 
OBJECTIONS:  Since  the  Board  is  granting 
Air  Florida  authority  which  is  broader 
than  that  requested;  i.e.,  granting 
authority  from  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
except  Sarasota/Bradenton,  Orange 
County  and  West  Palm  Beach,  to  all 
points  in  the  Bahamas,  rather  than 
merely  adding  New  York  and  Governors 
Harbour  as  co-terminal  points  on  its 
Route  197-F,  we  are  granting  all 
interested  persons  having  objections  to 
the  Board’s  attached  order  the  right  to 
file  NO  LATER  THAN  January  30, 1981, 
a  statement  of  such  objections  with  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  (20  copies, 
addressed  to  Docket  38606,  Dockets 
Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428)  and  mail  copies 
to  the  applicant,  the  Departments  of 
State  and  Transportation  and  the 
Ambassador  of  the  Bahamas  Islands  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

A  statement  of  objections  must  cite 
the  docket  number  and  must  include  a 
summary  of  testimony,  statistical  data 
or  other  such  supporting  evidence. 

If  no  objections  are  filed,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Board  will  submit  to  the 


Wednesday,  January  14,  1981 


President  the  attached  order  which  will, 
subject  to  his  disapproval,  issue  the 
proposed  certificate  authority. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Parlen  L.  McKeim  (212)  673-5153  Legal 
Division,  Bureau  of  International 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  January  8. 
1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  8th  day  of  January  1981. 

Application  of  Air  Florida,  Inc.  for  an 
amendment  of  its  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  issued  under 
section  401  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
as  amended. 

Order  Establishing  Simplified 
Procedures  and  Issuing  an  Amended 
Certificate 

On  August  15, 1980,  Air  Florida,  Inc. 
filed  an  application  requesting  an 
amendment  of  its  certificate  to  permit  it 
to  add  New  York  as  a  United  States 
coterminal  point  and  Governors 
Harbour  as  a  Bahamas  Islands 
coterminal  point  to  its  Route  197-F.  Air 
Florida  requested  that  its  application  be 
processed  by  nonhearing  procedures 
pursuant  to  Subpart  Q.  Additionally,  in 
support  of  its  application  Air  Florida 
submitted  an  illustrative  schedule  and  a 
fuel  estimate. 

No  answer  to  Air  Florida’s  application 
have  been  filed.’ 

We  have  decided  that  an  oral 
evidentiary  hearing  or  a  show  cause 
proceeding  is  unnecessary  since  there 
are  no  material,  determinative  issues  of 
fact  requiring  such  procedures  for  their 
resolution;  and  that  we  should  proceed 
directly  to  a  final  decision  and  grant  the 
application.*  We  find  the  grant  of  the 
application  is  consistent  with  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  with  our 
decision  in  the  U.S.-Bahamas  Service 
Investigation.*  We  incorporate  by 
reference  the  findings  and  conclusions 


•The  public  was  informed  of  Air  Florida's 
application  by  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  2S.  1980  (45  FR  S6377).  file  notice  described 
the  authority  soughL  advised  the  public  that 
expedited  procedures  might  by  used  to  process  the 
application,  and  gave  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  evidence  and  objections  to 
the  award  of  the  requested  authority. 

’See  Rule  29(b)  and  Rule  1750(a)(3).  Also  see 
Order  80-7-207.  June  6. 1980. 

’Order  79-6-68. 
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made  in  that  proceeding  where  we 
found,  inter  alia,  that  multiple  awards 
should  be  authorized  in  the  U.S.- 
Bahamas  docket. 

The  International  Air  Transportation 
Competition  Act  of  1979  (lATCA) 
amends  section  401(e]  of  the  Act  to 
authorize  the  Board  to  license  U.S. 
airlines  for  foreign  air  transportation 
to /from  a  point  or  points  in  the  United 
States,  without  specifying  terminal  and 
intermediate  points  as  was  previously 
required.  A  broadly  described  route 
description  gives  carriers  greater 
flexibility  to  tailor  services  to  demand, 
is  consistent  with  the  Act’s  competitive 
mandate,  and  eliminates  the  costs  and 
other  burdens  that  are  generally 
associated  with  requests  for  changes  in 
operating  authority.  In  this  connection  it 
is  significant  to  note  that  in  recent 
weeks  Air  Florida  has  found  it 
necessary  to  seek  other  changes  to  its 
Bahamas  authority.  While  each  of  the 
carrier’s  requests  was  granted,  a 
broadly  different  route  description 
would  have  made  them  unnecessary  in 
the  first  instance. ^Therefore,  we  have 
decided  that  the  authority  granted  to  Air 
Florida  in  this  proceeding  should  be 
described  in  the  certificate  as  “between 
a  point  or  points  in  the  United  States 
and  a  point  or  points  in  the  Bahamas 
Islands’’,  so  that  it  will  have  greater 
flexibility  in  reacting  to  changes  in 
market  conditions,  thus  allowing  it  to 
better  serve  the  public.® 

Air  Florida  holds  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  it  to  perform  scheduled 
interstate,  overseas,  and  foreign  air 
transportation  of  persons,  properly  and 
mail  over  Routes  197  and  197-F.  On  the 
basis  of  officially  noticeable,®  we  find 
that  Air  Florida  is  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  properly  the  proposed  foreign 
air  transportation  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  our  rules, 
regulations  and  requirements.’ We  have 


‘For  example,  see  Order  80-9-87. 

*  We  will,  however,  exclude  authority  between 
the  Bahamas  and  Sarasota/Bradenton,  Orange 
County,  and  West  Palm  Beach,  pending  finalization 
of  our  environmental  studies  of  these  points.  See 
Order  80-4-121,  April  16, 1980;  Order  79-5-17,  May 
1, 1979;  Order  80-2-16,  February  5, 1980. 

‘Officially  noticeable  data  consists  of  that 
material  Filed  under  Rule  24(m)  of  our  Procedural 
Regulations. 

’We  note  that  Air  Florida  was  recently  awarded 
Transatlantic  certificate  authority  by  Order  80-7- 
179.  June  10. 1980.  Additionally,  since  we  are 
granting  Air  Florida  broader  authority  than  it 
requested  and  in  order  to  make  sure  that  all 
interested  persons  have  received  sufficient  notice, 
we  will  publish  a  copy  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  will  not  submit  this  award  to  the 
President  for  three  weeks  after  the  date  of  service  of 
this  order  so  that  such  persons  may  make  their 
veiws  known.  If  objections  are  filed,  this  order  will 


analyzed  Air  Florida’s  fuel  submission 
and  conclude  that  the  grant  of  the 
application  would  not  constitute  a 
“major  regulatory  action’’  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975.® 

Accordingly, 

1.  We  amend  the  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  of  Air 
Florida,  Inc.  for  Route  197-F,  as  shown 
in  the  appendix; 

2.  We  are  serving  this  order  on  Air 
Florida,  the  United  States  Departments 
of  State  and  Transportation  and  the 
Ambassador  of  the  Bahamas  Islands  in 
Washington,  D.C.; 

3.  This  order  will  be  submitted  to  the 
President,  unless  there  are  objections 
filed  by  January  30, 1981,  in  which  case 
resolution  of  the  case  will  await  further 
order.  If  submitted  to  the  President, 
unless  disapproved  by  him  under 
section  801(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,®  the  certificate 
attached  to  this  order  shall  become 
effective  on  the  Gist  day  after  such 
submission,  or  upon  the  date  of  receipt 
of  advice  from  the  President  that  he 
does  not  intend  to  disapprove  this  order 
under  that  section,  whichever  is 
earlier;  and 

4.  We  will  publish  notice  of  this  order 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

All  Members  concurred. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

Certificate  Amendment 

Air  Florida,  Inc.  for  Route  197-F 

Amend  the  route  description  to  read 
as  follows: 

“Between  a  point  or  points  in  the 
United  States  (other  than  Sarasota/ 
Bradenton,  Orange  County  and  West 
Palm  Beach)  and  a  point  or  points  in  the 
Bahamas  Islands. 

This  authority  is  permissive. 

The  continuing  effectiveness  of  this 
authority  is  subject  to  timely  payment 
by  the  holder  of  such  license  fees  as  the 
Board  may  prescribe. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1329  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am| 
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The  Sea  Airmotive  Kodiak-Bush  Points 
Subpart  Q  Proceeding 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 


not  be  submitted  to  the  President  pending  further 
Board  order. 

*  Air  Florida  expects  to  consume  approximately 
6.6  million  gallons  of  fuel  annually. 

*49  U.S.C.  1461. 

“This  order  was  submitted  to  the  President  on 
- .  The  61  St  day  is - . 


ACTION:  Notice  of  order  to  show-cause 
(Order  81-1-35). 

summary:  The  Board  is  instituting  the 
Sea  Airmotive  Kodiak-Bush  Points 
Subpart  Q  Proceeding  and  is  proposing 
to  grant  unrestricted  authority  between 
the  terminal  point  Akhiok,  Alaska,  the 
intermediate  points  Alitak,  Amook, 
lliamna,  Karluk,  Kitoi,  Kodiak, 

Kokhanok  Bay,  Larsen  Bay,  Moser  Bay, 
Nondalton,  Old  Harbor,  Olga  Bay, 
Ouzinkie,  Parks,  Pedro  Bay,  Pope 
Vanon,  Port  Alsworth,  Port  Bailey,  Port 
Lions,  Port  Williams,  Seal  Bay,  Terror 
Bay,  Uganik,  Uyak,  and  West  Point, 
Alaska,  and  the  terminal  point  Zachar 
Bay,  Alaska,  to  Sea  Airmotive  under  the 
expedited  procedures  of  Subpart  Q  of  its 
Procedural  Regulations.  Tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  will  become 
final  if  no  objections  are  filed.  The 
complete  text  of  this  order  is  available 
as  noted  below. 

date:  All  interested  persons  having 
objections  to  the  Board  issuing  the 
proposed  authority  shall  file  and  serve 
upon  all  persons  listed  below,  no  later 
than  February  11, 1981,  a  statement  of 
objections,  together  with  a  summary  of 
the  testimony,  statistical  data,  and  other 
material  expected  to  be  relied  upon  to 
support  the  stated  objections. 

ADDRESS:  Objections  should  be  filed  in 
Docket  38930,  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peter  Bonanno,  Jr.,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Coimecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428;  (202)  673-5009. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Objections  should  be  served  upon  Sea 
Airmotive,  the  Alaska  Transportation 
Commission,  Civic  Officials  of  Akhiok, 
Amook,  liiamna,  Karluk,  Kitoi,  Kodiak, 
Kokhanok  Bay,  Larsen  Bay,  Moser  Bay, 
Nondalton,  Old  Harbor,  Olga  Bay, 
Ouzinkie,  Parks,  Pedro  Bay,  Pope 
Vanon,  Port  Alsworth,  Port  Bailey,  Port 
Lions,  Port  Williams,  Seal  Bay,  Terror 
Bay,  Uganik,  Uyak,  West  Point  and 
Zachar  Bay,  Alaska,  and  the  airport 
manager  of  the  Kodiak  Airport.  The 
complete  text  of  Order  81-1-35  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section. 
Room  516,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428.  Persons  outside  the 
metropolitan  area  may  send  a  postcard 
request  for  Order  81-1-35  to  that 
address 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


3253 


By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  )anuary  8, 
1981. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1330  Filed  1-13-81;  8;4.‘;  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standards 

Revised  Statistical  Policy  Directive  on 
Compilation  and  Release  of  Principal 
Federal  Economic  Indicators 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standards,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce. 

action:  Notice  of  adoption  of  a  revised 
Statistical  Policy  Directive  providing  for 
timely  compilation  and  prescheduled 
release  of  principal  economic  indicator 
statistics  produced  by  Federal  agencies. 

summary:  The  revised  Directive 
combines  two  previous  Directives  that 
were  entitled  “Guidelines  for  the 
Release  of  Principal  Federal  Economic 
Indicators"  and  “Prompt  Compilation 
and  Release  of  Statistical  Information”. 
Responsibility  has  also  been  added  for 
designation  of  which  economic  data 
series  should  be  considered  as  principal 
economic  indicators  subject  to  this 
Directive. 

Introduction 

The  revised  Directive  replaces 
Statistical  Policy  Directives  No.  3  and  4 
dated  May  4, 1978.  The  major  policies  of 
encouraging  timely  compilation  of 
important  economic  information,  or 
requiring  prescheduled  public  release, 
and  of  preventing  premature  release  of 
information  are  continued.  These 
practices  are  conducive  to  the  proper 
management  of  both  private  and  public 
economic  affairs. 

The  revised  Directive  is  nearly  the 
same  as  a  draft  revision  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
17, 1980  for  comment  Some  small 
changes  have  been  made  to 
accommodate  comments  received.  The 
final  Directive  was  approved  by  the 
Statistical  Policy  Coordination 
Committee  on  October  16, 1980. 

Statistical  Policy  Directive  No.  3  ' 

Compilation  and  Release  of  Principal 
Federal  Economic  Indicators 

The  purpose  of  this  Directive  is  to 
ensure  that  the  principal  economic 
indicators  issued  by  Federal  agencies  to 
the  public  are  released  without 

‘  Supersedes  Directive  Nos.  3  and  4  issued  May  4. 
1978. 


unnecessary  delay  and  that  the  release 
dates  for  the  principal  weekly,  monthly, 
and  quarterly  indicators  are  made 
publicly  available  in  advance.  Such 
prompt  release  of  official  statistics  on  a 
regular  schedule  is  conducive  to  the 
proper  management  of  both  private  and 
public  economic  affairs. 

1.  Designation  of  Principal  Indicators. 

Determination  of  which  economic 

data  series  are  to  be  classified  as 
principal  Federal  economic  indicators 
and  covered  by  this  Directive  will  be 
made  by  the  Director,  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standards,  after 
consultation  with  the  heads  of  agencies 
producing  the  data  series.  This 
designation  will  be  reviewed  at  least 
annually. 

2.  Prompt  Release. 

The  shortest  practicable  interval 
should  exist  between  the  date  or  period 
to  which  the  data  refer  and  the  date 
when  compilation  is  completed.  Prompt 
public  release  of  the  figures  should  be 
made  after  compilation.  The  goal  is  to 
accomplish  compilation  and  release  to 
the  public  within  20  working  days  or 
less  for  series  that  are  issued  quarterly 
or  more  frequently. 

3.  Release  Schedule. 

Agencies  should  schedule  release 

dates  for  series  that  are  issued  quarterly 
or  more  frequently  that  can  be  met  and 
that  will  also  insure  prompt  release  of 
the  series  as  specified  in  this  Directive. 
The  schedule  of  release  dates 
established  by  agencies  will  be  issued 
each  month  by  the  Office  of  Federal 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standards  and  will 
appear  in  the  Office's  publication, 
Statistical  Reporter. 

Agencies  should  establish  and 
maintain  one  or  two  designated  times  of 
day  for  the  release  of  their  principal 
economic  indicators.  Each  indicator 
should  be  released  consistently  at  one  of 
the  designated  times  and  changes  to  a 
new  designated  release  time  should  be 
announced  30  days  in  advance. 

4.  Release  Procedure. 

Initial  release  of  principal  economic 
indicators  should  be  made  by  the 
statistical  agency  in  a  press  release  or 
other  type  of  printed  report.  A  press 
release  should  be  issued  if  it  would 
significantly  speed  up  the  release  of 
data  to  the  pubUc.  A  news  conference 
may  be  scheduled  to  permit  discussion 
of  important  technical  features  of  the 
data  being  released. 

Except  for  authorized  distribution  of 
principal  economic  indicators  described 
in  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  no 
provision  of  information  or  data 
estimates  prior  to  official  public  release. 
The  President  will  receive  pre-released 
information  when  available  through  the 
Chairman  of  the  Council  of  Economic 


Advisers.  Principal  economic  indicators 
information  should  be  made  available  to 
principal  economic  policymakers  at  the 
same  time  a  press  release  is  provided  to 
the  press.  The  principal  economic 
policymakers  who  may  receive  the 
information  are  the  Chairman  of  the 
Council  of  Economic  Advisers,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  the  Director  of  the  Council  on 
Wage  and  Price  Stabifity,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Each  statistical  agency  is  responsible 
for  establishing  procedm^s  to  assure 
that  there  will  be  no  premature  release 
of  information  or  data  estimates  during 
the  period  of  time  required  for 
preparation  and  duplication  of  materials 
used  for  the  public  release.  This 
includes  the  protection  of  public  use 
data  banks  which  should  not  receive 
data  until  officially  released.  All 
employees  of  the  Executive  Branch  who 
receive  pre-release  distribution  of 
information  and  data  estimates  as 
authorized  above  are  responsible  to 
assure  that  there  will  be  no  release  prior 
to  the  public  release.  Employees  of  the 
Executive  Branch  should  also  observe  a 
one-hour  period  after  the  public  release 
of  data  by  the  statistical  agency  before 
making  related  public  commentary, 
except  for  necessary  technical 
explanation  by  appropriate  professional 
staff  of  the  issuing  Department. 

5.  Granting  of  ^ceptions. 

Exceptions  to  the  provisions  in 

sections  2,  3  and  4  of  this  directive  may 
be  authorized  by  the  Director,  Office  erf 
Statistical  Policy  and  Standards. 

6.  Preliminary  Estimates  and 
Revisions. 

Decisions  on  the  release  of  principal 
economic  indicators  may  require 
balancing  timeliness  against  accuracy 
and  also  controlling  frequency  of 
revisions.  It  is  not  intended  that  vital 
information  important  for  making 
current  policy  decisions  be  withheld 
merely  to  reduce  frequency  of  revisions, 
nor  that  stringent  accuracy 
considerations  result  in  delaying  the 
issuance  of  important  statistical 
information.  Broad  guidelines  to  use  in 
helping  achieve  a  balance  are: 

a.  In  general,  not  more  than  two 
estimates  for  a  principal  economic 
indicator  should  be  issued  within  60 
days  after  the  end  of  the  reference 
period. 

b.  Preliminary  estimates  for  series  that 
represent  principal  aggregates  should 
not  be  issued  until  the  agency  is 
reasonably  confident  that  the  difference 
between  preliminary  and  final  figmes 
will  be  small  relative  to  average  period- 
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to-period  change.  More  relaxed 
standards  may  be  applied,  if  necessary, 
to  subaggregations. 

c.  If  revisions  in  preliminary  estimates 
tend  to  occur  significantly  more 
frequently  in  one  direction  than  another, 
efforts  should  be  made  to  reduce  bias, 
or.  if  this  is  not  feasible,  adjustments  for 
bias  in  the  preliminary  figures  should  be 
developed. 

d.  Irregularity  in  each  series  resulting 
from  sampling  error  and  measurement 
error  should  be  reduced  as  much  as 
budgetary  and  time  constraints  allow. 

It  is  also  desirable  to  limit  the 
frequency  of  revisions  for  the  same  data 
series  because  of  the  uncertainty  and 
confusion  that  may  be  created  for  users. 
To  the  extent  possible  the  following 
procedures  should  be  used  to  help 
minimize  confusion  for  users: 

a.  Preliminary  and  revised  figures 
should  be  clearly  identified  as  such.  For 
principal  aggregate  figures,  revisions 
should  be  accompanied  by  the  previous 
figures  to  facilitate  comparison. 

b.  Revisions  occurring  for  various 
reasons,  such  as  benchmark  revisions, 
updating  of  seasonal  factors,  and 
replacement  of  preliminary  by  revised 
figures,  should  be  consolidated  and 
released  simultaneously. 

c.  Revisions  occurring  for  reasons 
other  than  routine  and  regular 
replacement  of  preliminary  by  revised 
figures  because  of  new  data  should  be 
accompanied  by  a  brief  explanation  at 
the  time  of  release. 

Source:  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standards,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Courtenay  M.  Slater, 

Chief  Economist  for  the  Department  of 
Commerce. 

|FR  Doc.  Bl-1194  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  am| 
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Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Docket  No.  1-81] 

Foreign-Trade  Zone  No.  62,  Cameron 
County,  Texas  (Brownsville  Customs 
Port  of  Entry);  Application  for 
Expansion 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the  Board) 
by  the  Brownsville  Navigation  District 
(BND),  a  Texas  public  corporation  and 
grantee  of  Foreign-Trade  Zone  No.  62, 
requesting  authority  to  expand  its  zone 
to  include  two  additional  sites  in 
Cameron  County,  within  the  Brownsville 
Customs  port  of  entry.  The  application 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 


Act  of  1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a- 
81u),  and  the  regulations  of  the  Board 
(15  CFR  Part  400).  It  was  formally  filed 
on  January  5, 1981.  The  applicant  is 
authorized  to  make  this  proposal  under 
Senate  Bill  No.  1105,  Texas  Legislature, 
signed  June  13, 1979. 

The  application  is  a  reactivation  of  a 
previous  request  for  zone  status  for  sites 
3  and  4  in  BND’s  original  application 
filed  October  31, 1979.  While  the  Board 
granted  BND  authority  to  establish  a 
foreign-trade  zone  at  several  sites 
within  the  port  complex  in  Cameron 
County  on  October  20, 1980,  it  denied 
approval  for  sites  3  and  4  because  the 
application  contained  no  clearances 
from  the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE). 
BND  has  since  then  contacted  DOE  and 
at  the  suggestion  of  that  agency  has 
resubmitted  its  proposal. 

The  proposed  sites  embrace  the 
operations  of  two  independent  crude  oil 
refineries,  each  with  a  10,000  barrel  per 
day  capacity:  Vedette  Oil  Refinery,  Inc. 
(Site  3);  and,  Petraco  Valley  Oil  Refining 
Corporation  (Site  4).  Both  sites  are 
located  within  the  Port  of  Brownsville, 
east  of  the  intersection  of  State  Highway 
48  and  FM  511. 

The  application  contains  information 
concerning  the  economic  rationale  for 
granting  zone  status  to  the  refineries. 
Both  now  process  foreign  crude  oil  for 
the  domestic  market.  Zone  procedures  . 
will  permit  the  refineries  to  use  excess 
capacity  to  refine  additional  foreign 
crude  under  processing  agreements  for 
re-export.  BND  feels  that  this  could  have 
a  favorable  effect  on  the  U.S.  balance  of 
trade,  increase  U.S.  value  added,  lower 
consumer  prices  through  increased 
efficiency,  and  provide  stability  in  the 
supply  of  crude  oil. 

In  accordance  with  the  Board’s 
regulations,  an  Examiners  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate  the 
application  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Board.  The  committee  consists  of  Hugh 
J.  Dolan  (Chairman),  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230; 
Donald  Gough,  Director  (Inspection  and 
Control),  Region  VI,  U.S.  Customs 
Service,  Suite  1240,  500  Dallas  Street, 
Houston,  Texas  77002;  and  Colonel 
James  M.  Sigler,  District  Engineer,  U.S. 
Army  Engineer  District  Galveston,  P.O. 
Box  1229,  Galveston,  Texas  77443. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
zone  expansion  are  invited  in  writing 
from  interested  persons  and 
organizations.  They  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Board’s  Executive 
Secretary  at  the  address  below  and 
postmarked  on  or  before  February  6, 
1981. 


A  Copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  each  of  the 
following  locations: 

Administrative  Offices,  Brownsville 
Navigation  District,  Port  of 
Brownsville,  Highways  48  and  511, 
Brownsville,  Texas  78520 
Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and  E 
Streets,  N.W.,  Room  2006, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230 
Dated;  January  9, 1981. 

John  J.  Da  Ponte,  Jr., 

Executive  Secretary,  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1278  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

Certain  Footwear  From  India; 
Countervailing  Duties;  Clarification  of 
Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Clarification  of  final 
countervailing  duty  determination. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
is  clarifying  the  "Final  Countervailing 
Duty  Determination"  on  certain 
footwear  fi'om  India  by  providing  a  more 
accurate  product  description  of  the 
previous  exemptions  to  the  final 
determination. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  A.  Black,  Office  of 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Room  1126,  Washington, 

D.C.  20230  (202-377-3460. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  notice 
of  “Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination  and  Suspension  of 
Liquidation,”  T.D.  79-275,  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  October  26, 
1979  (44  FR  61588).  The  notice  stated 
that  the  Treasury  Department  had 
determined  that  the  Government  of 
India  had  given  bounties  or  grants  on 
the  manufacture,  production,  .or 
exportation  of  certain  footwear 
(specifically  leather  shoes  and  leather 
uppers),  within  the  meaning  of  section 
303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C. 
1303)  (“the  Act”). 

Following  the  determination 
countervailing  duties  were  levied  on 
imports  of  leather  shoes  and  certain 
leather  uppers.  However,  under  section 
303(a)(2)  of  the  Act,  countervailing 
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duties  may  be  imposed  on  duty-free 
merchandise  only  if  the  International 
Trade  Commission  (“the  ITC")  makes  an 
affirmative  injury  determination. 
Therefore,  Treasury  suspended 
liquidation  of  entries  of  unlasted  leather 
footwear  uppers  pending  an  ITC  injury 
determination.  On  March  26, 1980,  the 
ITC  published  a  notice  of  no  injury  (45 
FR 19678)  regarding  such  leather  uppers 
which  effectively  terminated  the 
proceeding  in  regard  to  unlasted  leather 
footwear  uppers  meeting  the 
requirements  for  duty-free  entry  and  so 
entered.  Accordingly,  such  merchandise 
is  not  subject  to  the  collection  of 
countervailing  duties. 

The  final  determination  also 
reiterated  the  preliminary  determipation 
that  the  5%  cash  rebate  upon  export  of 
“leather  sandals”  did  not  constitute  a 
bounty  or  grant  and  therefore,  such 
products  were  not  subject  to 
countervailing  duties.  This  notice 
clarifies  this  excluded  category  of 
products  based  on  further  information 
received  by  the  Department.  The  term 
sandal  refers  to  footwear  generally 
consisting  of  a  sole  held  to  the  foot  by 
uppers,  composed  of  thongs  or  straps, 
with  heel  height  of  not  over  one  inch,  or 
without  heels. 

The  Department  excludes  exports  of 
leather  sandals,  slippers,  huaraches  and 
chappals  from  India  from  the  coverage 
of  the  final  affirmative  determination 
regarding  certain  footwear  from  India. 

The  Department  will  instruct  Customs 
officers  to  proceed  with  liquidation  of 
all  entries,  or  withdrawals  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  of  unlasted 
leather  uppers  entered  free  of  duty  and 
all  entries  of  leather  sandals,  slippers, 
huaraches,  and  chappals  without  regard 
to  countervailing  duties  and  to  refund 
any  estimated  countervailing  duties 
collected  with  respect  to  such  entries. 
All  other  entries  of  footwear  from  India 
covered  by  the  final  determination  of 
October  26, 1979  remain  subject  to 
countervailing  duties. 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

)anuary  9. 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1281  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 

Leather  Wearing  Apparel  From 
Colombia;  Preliminary  Affirmative 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Preliminary  affirmative 
countervailing  duty  determination. 


SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce  has  preliminarily  determined 
that  the  Government  of  Colombia  has 
given  manufacturers,  producers,  and 
exporters  of  leather  apparel  benefits 
that  constitute  bounties  or  grants  within 
the  meaning  of  the  countervailing  duty 
law.  We  vdll  make  a  final  determination 
by  March  24, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Anne  Hamilton,  Import  Administration 
Specialist,  Office  of  Investigations, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  (202)  377-3963. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
November  12, 1980,  we  published  a 
notice  of  initiation  of  countervailing 
duty  investigation  in  the  Federal 
Register  (45  FR  74742),  in  response  to  a 
petition  submitted  on  behalf  of  the 
domestic  industry  on  October  14, 1980. 
The  petitioner,  Ralph  Edwards 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  Cape  Girardeau, 
Missouri,  alleges  that  the  Government  of 
Colombia  provides  to  manufacturers, 
producers,  or  exporters  of  leather 
wearing  apparel  certain  subsidies  that 
are  bounties  or  grants  within  the 
meaning  of  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  amended  by  ihe  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  (93  Stat.  190, 19 
U.S.C.  1303)  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
“the  Act”).  The  merchandise  covered  by 
this  investigation  is  leather  wearing 
apparel  currently  classified  in  item 
number  791.76  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States  (TSUS).  This 
merchaindise  includes  men’s,  boys', 
women’s  and  girls’  leather  coats, 
jackets,  and  other  leather  apparel  (such 
as  vests,  pants,  and  skirts),  as  well  as 
parts  and  pieces  thereof.  Because 
Colombia  is  not  a  “country  under  the 
Agreement,”  within  the  meaning  of 
section  701(b)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat.  151, 19 
U.S.C.  1671(b)),  section  303  of  the  Act 
applies  to  this  investigation.  Therefore, 
the  Department  of  Commerce  has  not 
referred  this  case  to  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  for  a 
preliminary  determination  of  material 
injury  to  a  domestic  industry. 

Program  Under  Investigation 

The  petitioner  alleges  that  the 
Government  of  Colombia  provides 
subsidies  in  the  form  of  payment  of 
negotiable  tax  certificates  (CATs)  at  a 
fixed  percentage  of  the  value  of  export 
transactions  for  the  purpose  of  rebating 
all  indirect  taxes  paid.  The  Treasury 
Department  (the  responsible  agency  for 
the  administration  of  the  countervailing 
duty  law  before  January  1, 1980) 
investigated  the  CAT  program  as  part  of 
an  earlier  countervailing  duty 


investigation,  initiated  in  January  1978, 
on  men’s  and  boys'  textile  products  from 
Colombia.  On  November  16, 1978, 
Treasury  made  a  final  affirmative 
determination  (43  FR  53525)  that  leather 
wearing  apparel  producers  received  a 
benefit  in  the  form  of  CAT  certificates 
valued  at  12  percent  of  the  domestic 
value-added  content  of  the  export  (12 
percent  of  a  75  percent  domestic  value- 
added  content,  yielding  an  effective 
CAT  rate  of  9  percent).  In  estimating  a 
“net”  subsidy  of  5.94  percent  (later 
revised  to  6.18  percent  (44  FR  3599)), 
Treasury  reduced  the  amount  of  the 
CAT  by  the  indirect  taxes  that  could 
have  been,  but  were  not,  rebated  on  the 
export  of  leather  apparel.  The  Treasury 
Department  revoked  this  positive 
determination  (44  FR  26992)  when 
Colombian  leather  apparel 
manufacturers  certified  they  would 
renounce  the  “net”  bounty,  volimtarily 
relinquishing  negotiable  tax  certificates 
(CATs)  valued  in  this  amount  on  men’s 
and  boys’  leather  apparel  exports  to  the 
United  States  on  or  after  March  1, 1979. 

The  petitioner  has  requested  that  the 
Department  of  Commerce  reinvestigate 
the  CAT  program  because  since  the 
previous  case  the  countervailing  duty 
law  has  been  amended  to  restrict  the 
use  of  offsets  in  calculating 
countervailing  duties.  Section  771(6)  of 
the  Act  defines  net  subsidy  to  be  the 
gross  subsidy  minus  only  die  following 
amounts,  if  applicable:  (1)  any 
application,  fee,  deposit,  or  similar 
payment  paid  in  order  to  qualify  for,  or 
to  receive,  the  benefit  of  the  subsidy;  (2) 
any  loss  in  the  value  of  the  subsidy 
resulting  from  its  de^ered  receipt,  if  the 
deferral  is  mandated  by  Government 
order,  and  (3)  export  taxes,  duties,  or 
other  charges  levied  on  the  export  of 
merchandise  to  the  United  States 
specifically  intended  to  offset  the 
subsidy  received. 

However,  the  Senate  Report  on  the 
Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1979  (S.  Rep. 
No.  96-249,  96th  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  84-85 
(1979))  states  quite  clearly  that  the 
limitations  on  offsets  contained  in 
section  771(6)  of  the  Act: 

Are  not  intended  to  prohibit  the 
administering  authority  from  determining  that 
export  payments  are  not  subsidies,  if  those 
payments  are  reasonably  calculated,  are 
specifically  provided  as  non-excessive 
rebates  of  indirect  taxes  within  the  meaning 
of  Annex  A  of  the  Agreement  and  are  directly 
related  to  the  merchandise  exported. 

The  Department  of  Commerce 
published  Administrative  Guidelines  (19 
CFR  355,  Annex  1,  paragraph  2,  45  FR 
4949)  for  determining  when  the  payment 
of  a  lump  sum  calculated  and  identified 
as  a  non-excessive  rebate  of  an  indirect 
tax  on  an  exported  product  or  its 
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components  is  not  a  subsidy.  These 
guidelines  were  recently  applied  in  the 
investigations  involving  textile  and 
textile  mill  products  {45  FR  55502)  and 
certain  iron  metal  fasteners  (45  FR 
64611)  from  India. 

Preliminary  Affirmative  Determination 

The  Government  of  Columbia  has  not 
submitted  information  that  would  allow 
us  to  apply  these  guidelines  with  regard 
to  the  CAT  program.  Until  such 
information  is  provide,  we  have  no 
alternative  but  to  preliminarily 
determine  that,  under  the  CAT  program, 
the  Government  of  Columbia  makes 
available  a  subsidy  to  exporters  of 
leather  wearing  apparel  for  the  full 
amount  of  the  payment.  As  there  are  no 
indication  of  changed  circumstances 
since  the  previous  investigation, 
described  above,  we  have  relied  on 
information  submitted  during  that 
investigation  as  the  best  information 
available  on  the  CAT  program.  On  the 
basis  of  that  information,  we  estimate 
the  gross  subsidy  to  be  9  percent  of  the 
f.o.b.  value  of  exports,  i.e„  the  amount 
the  Government  of  Columbia  actually 
makes  available  on  exports  of  leather 
wearing  apparel. 

Administrative  Procedures 

In  accordance  with  Section  703(d)  of 
the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  167lb(d)),  Customs 
officers  will  be  directed  to  suspend 
liquidation  of  all  entires,  or  withdrawals 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  of  the 
CAT  payments  and  has  entered  into 
negotiations  with  the  Department  of 
Commerce  for  a  suspension  agreement, 
we  have  preliminarily  determined  not  to 
order  the  posting  of  a  cash  deposit  or 
bond  on  entries  of  the  subject 
merchandise  by  this  exporter.  The 
renunciation  is  in  the  full  amount  of  the 
subsidy  on  exports  to  the  Unites  States 
on  or  after  January  1, 1981,  of  all 
merchandise  currently  classified  under 
TSUS  791.76. 

The  negotiations  are  being  conducted 
under  the  provisions  of  section  704  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1671c) 
and  section  355.31  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  355.31).  In  the  event 
the  negotiations  are  terminated  or  the 
renunciation  is  rescinded,  the 
Department  will  adjust  the  cash  deposit 
or  bond  rate  according  to  the 
investigative  results. 

Confecciones  Amazones  Orinoco  is 
the  only  Colombian  leather  apparel 
producer  of  appreciable  size,  the  other 
facilities  being  small  family  shops.  By 
value  exports  of  leather  apparel  from 
Columbia  amounted  to  $1.7  million  in 
1979,  and  are  expected  to  drop  to  around 
$1  million  in  1980  (representing,  in  both 
years,  less  that  1  percent  of  total  U.S. 


imports  of  the  subject  merchandise). 
According  to  the  Government  of 
Columbia,  Confecciones  Amazonas 
Orinoco  is  currently  the  only  Colombian 
exporter  of  leather  apparel  to  the  United 
States. 

However,  should  any  new  Colombian 
exporters  of  the  subject  merchandise 
enter  the  U.S.  market,  we  will  require 
that  a  cash  deposit,  bond,  or  other 
security  be  posted  in  the  amount  of  9 
percent  of  the  f.o.b.  value  of  the 
imported  merchandise. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commerce 
Department  Regulations  (19  CFR  355.34, 
45  FR  4946),  interested  parties  may 
submit  information  or  written  views 
concerning  this  proceeding.  Submissions 
should  be  sent  in  at  least  10  copies  no 
later  than  February  12, 1981,  to  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration,  Room  2800,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Department  will  also  afford 
interested  parties  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views  in  accordance  with 
section  355.35  of  the  Commerce 
Department  Regulations.  If  requested, 
this  hearing  will  be  held  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
February  11, 1981,  in  Room  3817  of  the 
Commerce  Department.  Interested 
parties  should  submit  a  request  for  such 
a  conference  to  the  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration  at  the  address  shown 
above.  These  requests  should  contain  (1) 
the  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  requester;  (2)  the  number 
of  participants;  and  (3)  a  statement 
outlining  the  issues  to  be  discussed.  The 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  must  receive 
the  requests  no  later  than  January  23, 
1981. 

Interested  parties  must  submit 
prehearing  briefs  no  later  than  February 
4, 1981,  to  the  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  at  the  address  noted 
above.  Oral  presentations  by  persons 
submitting  prehearing  briefs  will  be 
limited  to  those  issues  raised  in  the 
briefs. 

We  will  issue  a  final  determination  no 
later  than  March  24, 1981. 

This  determination  is  published  in 
accordance  with  section  703(f)  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  167lb(f)). 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

January  9, 1981. 

|KR  Uoc.  61-1Z8Z  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  iim| 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-2S-M 


Leather  Wearing  Apparel  From 
Mexico;  Preliminary  Affirmative 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Preliminary  countervailing  duty 
determination. 


summary:  The  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  has  made  a  preliminary 
determination  that  the  government  of 
Mexico  grants  manufacturers,  producers 
or  exporters  of  leather  wearing  apparel 
certain  benefits  that  are  subsidies 
within  the  meaning  of  the  countervailing 
duty  law.  A  final  determination  will  be 
made  no  later  than  March  24, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

John  R.  Brinkmann,  Jr.,  Office  of 
Investigations,  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.,  20230. 

(202)  377-4198. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

October  14, 1980,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  received  a  petition  in 
satisfactory  form  from  Ralph  Edwards 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  in  Cape  Girardeau, 
Missouri.  The  petitioner  alleges  that  the 
government  of  Mexico  provides 
manufacturers,  producers,  and  exporters 
of  leather  wearing  apparel  certain 
benefits  that  are  bounties  or  grants 
(subsidies)  within  the  meaning  of 
section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  the  Trade  Agreements  Act 
of  1979,  (93  Stat.  190, 19  U.S.C.  1303) 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  “the  Tariff 
Act”).  Because  Mexico  is  not  a  “country 
under  the  Agreement”  within  the 
meaning  of  section  701(b)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  (93  Stat.  151, 19  U.S.C.  1671(b)), 
section  303  of  the  Act  applies  to  this 
investigation. 

The  petitioner  claims  that  massive 
imports  of  this  apparel  over  a  relatively 
short  period  of  time  have  created  critical 
circumstances  within  the  meaning  of 
section  703(e)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (93  Stat. 
154, 19  U.S.C.  1671b(e)).  However,  since 
Mexico  is  not  a  “country  imder  the 
Agreement”  and  leather  wearing 
apparel  is  dutiable,  this  provision  does 
not  apply  (Section  103(b),  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979,  93  Stat.  190). 

In  response  to  this  petition  and  in 
accordance  with  Section  303  of  the 
Tariff  Act,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303), 
we  initiated  a  countervailing  duty 
investigation  and  a  notice  of  our 
investigation  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  12, 1980 
\  (45  FR  74734). 
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Product  Description 

The  merchandise  covered  by  this 
investigation  is  leather  wearing  apparel 
currently  classified  in  item  number 
791.76  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States  TSUS).  This  merchandise 
includes  men’s,  boys',  women’s  and 
girls’  leather  coats,  jackets,  and  other 
leather  apparel  (such  as  vests,  pants, 
and  skirts],  as  well  as  parts  and  pieces 
thereof. 

Import  Profile 

According  to  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  statistics,  leather  wearing 
apparel  (791.76  TSUS)  exports  to  the 
United  States  from  Mexico  were  valued 
at  $26,260,857  from  January  1, 1979, 
through  May  31, 1980.  Analysis  of  this 
total  reveals  the  following: 

1.  $9,436,080  (36%)  entered  the  U.S. 
under  TSUS  807  (U.S.  made/foreign 
assembled).  Of  this  figure,  dutiable 
content  was  $7,966,513  (value  added  in 
foreign  assembly)  while  the  nondutiable 
content  was  $1,469,547  (value  of  U.S. 
components).  Analysis  of  807  entries  by 
U.S.  Customs  District  shows  42% 
entered  through  El  Paso,  Texas,  41% 
through  Nogales,  Arizona  and  17% 
through  San  Diego,  California.  The 
largest  source  of  these  imports  are  large 
maquiladora  (in-bond  assembly) 
operations  along  the  border  in  Mexico 
that  have  ties  with  U.S.  firms. 

2.  $13,920,475  (53%)  entered  the  U.S. 
wholly  imder  the  most-favored-nation 
tariff  rate  of  6%.  By  U.S.  Customs 
District,  55%  of  these  goods  entered 
through  San  Diego,  27%  through  El  Paso, 
12%  through  Savannah,  Georgia  and  4% 
through  Nogales. 

3.  $2,904,322  (11%)  entered  the  U.S. 
duty  free  under  the  General  Schedule  of 
Preference  (GSP),  which  expired  March 
1, 1979. 

The  Program  Investigated 

Leather  wearing  apparel  from  Mexico 
was  one  of  the  products  included  in  an 
earlier  coimtervailing  duty  investigation 
by  the  Treasury  Department  (44  FR 
41003-4).  That  investigation  concluded 
that  the  net  benefit  derived  from 
government  programs  was  de  minimis 
and  that,  therefore,  benefits  paid  or 
bestowed  by  the  government  of  Mexico 
toward  the  manufacture  and  exportation 
of  leather  wearing  apparel  did  not 
involve  subsidies  within  the  meaning  of 
section  303  of  the  Tarifi  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1303). 

The  petitioner,  Ralph  Edwards 
Sportswear,  Inc.,  however,  alleges  that 
the  offset  of  indirect  taxes  permitted  in 
the  earlier  investigation  is  inconsistent 
with  the  Department’s  Administrative 
Guidelines  (19  CFR  355,  Annex  1, 


paragraph  2, 45  FR  4949).  The 
Department  uses  these  guidelines  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  payment 
of  a  lump  siun  calculated  and  identified 
as  a  rebate  of  an  indirect  tax  on  an 
exported  product  or  its  components  is  a 
subsidy.  The  guidelines  were  most 
recently  applied  to  investigations 
involving  textiles  and  textile  mill 
products  (45  FR  55502)  and  of  certain 
iron  metal  fasteners  (45  FR  64611)  from 
India. 

The  Government  of  Mexico  (GOM) 
program  that  the  petitioner  alleges  to  be 
a  subsidy  to  the  leather  apparel  industry 
is  the  CEDI  tax  rebate  certificate 
program.  The  CEDI  was  originally 
designed  to  offset  the  cascade  effect  of 
the  turnover  taxes  levied  at  all  stages  in 
the  production  process.  However,  with 
the  introduction  of  the  Value  Added  Tax 
on  January  1, 1980,  which  incorporated 
most  of  the  indirect  tax  burden 
previously  used  to  calculate  the  CEDI 
rebate,  the  GOM  revised  the  CEDI 
program. 

A  January  8, 1980,  GOM  decree 
entitled;  “Decree  which  enables  the 
granting  of  encouragement  to  export 
products  manufactured  in  the  country,’’ 
outlines  the  basics  of  the  new  CEDI 
program.  Generally,  to  obtain  a  CEDI 
benefit,  the  exported  products:  (1) 
should  not  be  subject  to  export  tax;  (2) 
should  not  be  products  imported  for 
repair,  conditioning  or  nonsubstantial 
transformation;  and  (3)  should  contain 
at  least  30%  national  content.  The 
Mexican  Secretary  of  Commerce  is 
responsible  for  publishing  lists  of  the 
articles  that  qualify  for  this  incentive,  as 
well  as  the  percentage  rebate  of  indirect 
taxes  applicable  in  each  case. 
Percentages  will  be  applied  to  the 
product’s  FOB  value  or  its  CIF  value  if 
national  insurance  and  transportation 
companies  are  used.  The  revised  CEDI 
program  offers  two  types  of  benefits:  (1) 
a  payment  equivalent  to  the  indirect  tax 
burden  that  afiects  the  cost  of  the 
exported  product  and  its  component 
goods  and  services,  and  (2)  the  return  of 
import  duties  paid  on  materials  and 
parts  included  in  the  exported  products. 
The  refund  or  payment  is  granted  in  the 
form  of  tax  rebate  certificates  (CEDIS) 
that  may  be  used  in  payment  of  all 
federal  taxes  that  are  not  for  a  specific 
purpose.  These  certificates  are  not 
transferable  and  are  valid  for  five  years 
from  their  dates  of  issue. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that  according 
to  Article  7  of  the  GOM  decree,  the 
Mexican  Secretary  of  Commerce  has  the 
authority  to  waive  any  of  the  qualifying 
conditions  for  this  program  in  the  case 
of  products  that  (1)  increase  exports.  (2) 
open  new  markets,  (3)  promote  the 


consumption  of  national  raw  material, 
or  (4)  increase  employment. 

Preliminary  Determination 

It  appears  from  GOM  submissions 
that  the  CDEI  program  exists  to  give 
exporters  rebates  designed  to 
compensate  for  indirect  taxes  borne  in 
the  manufachiring  process.  While  it  is 
true  that  in  previous  countervailing  duty 
investigations  of  Mexican  exports  to  the 
United  States  the  CEDI  rebates  were 
determined  not  to  exceed  the  indirect 
taxes  charged  on  items  physically 
incorporated  into  the  final  product,  the 
Department  cannot  logically  extend  that 
conclusion  to  this  investigation.  The 
introduction  of  the  VAT  and  its  net 
effect  upon  the  scope  and  intent  of  the 
revamped  CEDI  program  dictates  that 
this  investigation  analyze  the  indirect 
tax  burden  which  the  GOM  claims  is 
reimbursable  under  this  program.  The 
information  provided  by  the  GOM  in  its 
initial  response  to  this  investigation  is 
insufficient  in  depth  to  allow  such  an 
analysis  at  this  time. 

The  1979  Trade  Act  imposes  new 
requirements  on  the  treatment  of  export 
payments  in  countervailing  duty 
investigations.  For  countries  such  as 
Mexico  that  compensate  for  their 
indirect  tax  burden  by  giving  the 
exporter  tax  rebate  certificates,  the  Act 
requires  satisfactory  evidence,  officially 
authorized  by  the  Government 
concerned,  that,  (1)  quantifies  the  degree 
of  indirect  tax  incidence  on  the  exported 
item,  (2)  shows  the  clear  relationship 
between  the  tax  and  the  export  payment 
received,  and  (3)  demonstrates  clearly  ’ 
that  such  payment  is  for  the  stated 
purposes  of  compensating  for  indirect 
taxes.  The  Department  cannot  consider 
such  an  analysis  if  it  was  prepared 
principally  in  response  to  a 
cormterv'ailing  duty  investigation. 
Accordingly,  such  tax  studies  would  be 
considered  only  if  undertaken  pursuant 
to  historical  government  policy  requiring 
justification  of  indirect  tax  incidence  as 
the  basis  for  an  export  rebate.  The 
evidence  presented  should  include  a 
detailed  inventory  of  all  taxes  used  as  a 
basis  for  determining  the  export 
payment,  as  well  as  the  incidence  each 
such  tax  bears  to  the  exported  product. 
Again  there  is  insufficient  information  in 
the  GOM  submissions  to  determine  if 
the  CEDI  program  meets  these  criteria. 

To  the  extent  that  evidence  thus  far 
submitted  by  the  GOM  does  not  allow 
us  to  rule  otherwise,  we  hereby 
determine  that  the  CEDI  program  is  a 
subsidy  with  the  meaning  of  the  U.S. 
countervailing  duty  law  (19  U.S.C.  1303). 
Based  on  figures  supplied  by  the  GOM, 
which  indicated,  on  a  weighted  average 
basis  that  the  actual  CEDI  rebates  paid 
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on  leather  wearing  apparel  in  1980 
amounted  to  5J2%,  we  preliminarily 
determine  the  subsidy  to  be  fixed  at 
5.2%  ad  valorem  on  export  to  the  United 
States. 

Administrative  Procedures 

In  accordance  with  355.34  of  the 
Commerce  Department  Regulations  (19 
CFR  355.34,  45  FR  4946),  interested 
parties  may  submit  information  or 
written  views  concerning  this 
proceeding.  Submissions,  consisting  of 
at  least  10  copies,  should  be  sent  not 
later  than  February  12, 1981,  to  the 
Office  of  Investigations,  International 
Trade  Administration,  Room  2111, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

The  Department  will  also  afford 
interested  parties  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views  in  accordance  with 
section  355.35  of  the  Commerce 
Department  Regulations.  If  requested, 
this  hearing  is  scheduled  to  be  held  at 
10:00  a.m.  on  February  13, 1981,  at  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  in  Room 
3817, 14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 
Interested  parties  who  wish  to  have 
such  a  conference  should  submit  a 
written  request  by  January  23, 1981,  to 
the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Import  Administration, 
Room  2800,  at  the  address  shown  above. 
These  requests  should  contain  (1)  the 
name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of 
the  requester,  (2)  the  number  of 
participants;  and  (3)  a  statement 
outlining  the  issues  to  be  discussed. 

Interested  parties  to  this  hearing  must 
submit  pre-hearing  briefs  no  later  than 
February  10, 1981,  to  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  at  the 
address  noted  above.  Oral  presentations 
by  persons  submitting  pre-hearing  briefs 
will  be  limited  to  those  issues  raised  in 
the  briefs. 

In  accordance  with  section  703(d)  of 
the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1671b(d)).  Customs 
officers  will  be  advised  to  suspend 
liquidation  on  all  U.S.  entries,  or 
withdrawals  from  U.S.  warehouses,  for 
consumption  of  the  subject  merchandise 
on  or  after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
suspension  of  liquidation  will  remain  in 
effect  until  further  notice.  The  posting  of 
a  cash  deposit,  bond,  or  other  security  in 
the  amount  of  5.2  percent  ad  valorem, 
will  be  required  as  of  that  date. 

We  will  issue  a  final  determination  no 
later  than  March  24, 1981.  This 
detemination  is  published  in  accordance 


with  section  703(f)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
1671b(f)). 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

January  9, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1283  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  .im| 
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Natural  Menthol  From  the  People’s 
Republic  of  China;  Antidumping- 
Preliminary  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value  and  Suspension 
of  Liquidation 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

action:  Preliminary  determination  of 
sales  at  less  than  fair  value  and 
suspension  of  liquidation. 

summary:  The  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  has  reached  a  preliminary 
determination  that  natural  menthol  from 
the  People’s  Republic  of  China  (PRC)  is 
being,  or  is  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  then  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  section  731  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended. 
Liquidation  of  entries  (or  withdrawals 
from  warehouses]  for  consumption  is 
being  suspended.  A  cash  deposit,  bond, 
or  other  security  in  an  amount  equal  to 
the  estimated  dumping  margin  of  13.5% 
will  be  required  at  the  time  of  each  entry 
or  withdrawal  from  warehouse. 

To  date  this  investigation  raises  two 
important  issues: 

(1)  The  circumstances  that  determine 
whether  the  economy  of  the  PRC  is 
state-controlled  to  an  extent  that  sales 
of  natural  menthol  in  the  home  market 
do  not  permit  a  fair  value  determination 
under  normal  standards,  and 

(2)  The  choice  of  a  surrogate  market 
for  a  fair  value  comparison  when  a 
home  market  is  found  to  be  state- 
controlled. 

We  have,  in  this  preliminary 
determination,  found  the  economy  of  the 
PRC  to  be  state-controlled  to  the  extent 
that  sales  of  menthol  in  the  PRC  do  not 
provide  an  appropriate  basis  for  fair 
value  comparison.  Accordingly,  we  have 
selected  sales  from  a  surrogate  market 
at  a  stage  of  economic  development 
comparable  to  that  in  the  PRC — sales  of 
natural  menthol  from  Paraguay  to  the 
United  States — for  purposes  of 
determining  fair  value. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  S.  Clapp,  Office  of  Investigations, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (202-377-5496). 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  June  11, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  received  an  antidumping 
petition  from  counsel  representing 
Haarmann  &  Reimer  Corporation, 
Springfreld,  New  Jersey.  After  reviewing 
the  petition  as  required  by  section  732  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1673a)  (the  Act),  we  determined 
that  there  were  sufficient  grounds  to 
initiate  an  antidumping  investigation 
and  published  a  notice  of  the  initiation 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  2, 1980  (45 
FR  44976). 

On  July  28, 1980,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  (ITC) 
determined  that  there  is  a  reasonable 
indication  that  an  industry  in  the  United 
Stated  is  being  materially  injured,  or  is 
threatened  with  material  injiny,  by 
reason  of  imports  of  natural  menthol 
from  the  People’s  Republic  of  China 
allegedly  sold  at  less  than  fair  value. 

The  ITC  published  a  notice  of  that 
determination  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  6, 1980  (45  FR  52273). 

Pursuant  to  section  733(c)  of  the  Act 
(19  U.S.C.  1673b(c)l,  the  Department 
concluded  that  the  parties  were 
cooperating  and  that  this  case  is 
extraordinarily  complicated  because  it 
presents  the  novel  issue  of  the  extent  of 
state  controls  in  the  PRC.  Accordingly, 
we  extended  the  period  for  preliminary 
analysis  until  January  7, 1981.  Notice  to 
this  effect  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  8, 1980  (45  FR 
66835). 

Production  Description 

’This  determination  covers  natural 
menthol,  which  is  classifiable  in  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
under  item  number  437.64.  Natmal 
menthol  is  used  in  cigarettes, 
confections,  dentrifices,  analgesic 
balms,  mouthwashes,  flavorings,  and 
perfume. 

State-Control  of  the  Economy  of  the 
People’s  Republic  of  China 

The  overriding  issue  in  the 
preliminary  stage  of  this  investigation 
has  been  whether  the  economy  of  the 
PRC  is  state-controlled  “to  an  extent 
that  sales  or  offers  of  sales  of  [menthol 
in  the  PRC]  or  to  countries  other  than 
the  United  States  do  not  permit  a 
determination  of  foreign  market  value” 
by  normal  standards.  If  we  find  this 
condition  to  exist,  section  773(c)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19  USC 
1677(b))  requires  us  to  use  prices  or 
costs  from  a  producer  in  a  non-state- 
controlled  economy  for  our  foreign 
market  value  in  deciding  whether  the 
imports  are  being  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value.  Counsel  for  both  respondent  and 
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petitioner  have  submitted  extensive 
materials  addressing  this  issue. 

A  threshold  question  is  raised  by 
respondent’s  contention  that  the  special 
rules  of  section  773(c)  apply  only  if  the 
effects  of  state  economic  controls  on  the 
particular  sector  in  question  are  such 
that  a  fair  value  determination  under 
normal  procedures  cannot  be  made. 
Respondent  finds  support  for  its  position 
in  the  language  of  the  statute,  which  is 
drafted  in  terms  of  whether  an  exporting 
country  being  state-controlled  “to  an 
extent  that  sales  or  offers  of  sales  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise"  (emphasis 
added]  do  not  permit  normal  foreign 
market  value  calculations.  Respondent 
also  finds  support  for  its  position  in  a 
number  of  antidumping  determinations 
by  the  Treasury  Department  in  the 
1960’s. 

Counsel  for  petitioner  contends  that 
the  statutory  language  quoted  above, 
when  read  in  light  of  its  legislative 
history,  requires  the  administering 
authority  to  apply  the  special  provisions 
of  section  773(c)  whenever  a 
determination  is  made  that  the  economy 
of  a  country  is  generally  state 
controlled.  Under  this  interpretation, 
sectoral  analysis  of  the  impact  of  state 
controls  is  unnecessary. 

In  reaching  our  conclusion  in  this 
preliminary  determination,  we  have 
examined  (and  discuss  below)  both  the 
degree  of  control  exercised  by  the  State 
over  the  PRC  economy  generally  and  the 
impact  of  state  control  on  the.production 
and  sale  of  menthol.  Since  our 
conclusion  would  be  the  same  under 
either  petitioner’s  or  respondent’s 
interpretation  of  the  statute,  we  need 
not  speciHcally  decide  the  issue  at  this 
time.  We  do,  however,  note  that  in  our 
view,  respondent  has  raised  arguments 
v/hich  would  have  to  be  given  very 
careful  consideration  where  different 
conclusions  would  have  resulted 
depending  upon  the  approach  taken. 

In  reaching  our  preliminary 
determination,  we  have  reviewed 
extensive  data  on  the  development  of 
China’s  economy  since  the  early  1950s 
and  the  structure  of  the  economy  as  its 
exists  today.  Since  menthol  is  a  direct 
derivative  of  the  peppermint  plant,  we 
have  concentrated  on  the  role  of  the 
state  in  agricultural  production  and 
distribution. 

There  are  no  set  criteria  for  judging 
whether,  ima  particular  case,  degree 
of  state  control  over  an  economy  is  such 
as  to  make  home  market  prices 
inappropriate  for  purposes  of  foreign 
market  value.  Neither  the  language  of 
the  statute  nor  the  legislative  history 
offers  anything  more  than  the  most 


general  gviidance.^Each  case  must  be 
decided  upon  an  analysis  of  the 
particular  economic  factors  involved. 
Summarized  below  are  the  more 
important  factors  leading  to  our 
conclusion  that  the  PRC’s  economy  is 
state-controlled  to  the  extent  that  home 
market  prices  of  menthol  do  not  provide 
an  appropriate  basis  for  foreign  market 
value. 

The  economy  of  the  PRC  is  that  of  a 
huge  developing  country  in  which  the 
government  has  considerable  control 
over  the  composition  of  inputs  and  the 
distribution  of  outputs.  The  State 
Planning  Commission  sets  output  targets 
and  prices,  allocates  commodities  and 
production,  and  establishes  overall 
guidelines  for  the  economy.  Most  capital 
goods  and  consiuner  necessities  are 
subject  to  “unified  distribution,”  the 
Chinese  sysem  for  licensing  and 
rationing.  There  is,  therefore,  little 
question  that  judged  on  the  basis  of  the 
role  of  the  state  in  the  economy  overall, 
the  PRC  is  a  state  controlled  economy 
country.. 

However,  the  degree  of  direct  control 
varies  both  geographically  and  across 
product  lines.  For  at  least  two  decades, 
the  central  government  has  maintained 
a  planning  system  with  categories  of 
goods.  Category  I  includes  those 
products  considered  most  important  in 
the  economy.  The  major  agricultural 
products  included  in  this  group  are 
grains,  oil  seeds,  and  cotton.  For  these 
products  the  State  Planning  Commission 
sets  targets  for  purchase,  sale,  export, 
import,  and  stockpiling.  Category  11 
goods  are  less  controlled,  although  the 
State  Planning  Commission  sets 
interprovince  transfer  and  export  levels. 
Subordinate  ministries  and  provincial 
governments  may  add  further  controls 
(including  controls  on  price).  Goods 
which  are  not  in  Categories  I  and  11,  e.g., 
menthol,  are  not  subject  to  either  of 
these  ma  jor  formal  systems  of  control, 
but  are  variably  subject  to 
miscellaneous  controls.  Thus,  natural 
menthol  is  subject  to  very  little  direct 
regulation. 

Respondent  has  presented  persuasive 
evidence  showing  that  the  purchases 
and  sales  of  menthol  in  the  PRC 
essentially  are  based  on  market 
considerations.  Transaction  prices 
appear  to  be  largely  based  on 
negotiations  between  buyer  and  sellm* 


’  The  Report  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee 
states  that,  in  determining  the  appfioebility  of  the 
Stale-controlted  economy  provision  currently 
section  773(c)),  the  administering  authority  should 
look  to  see  if  “.  .  .  the  supply  and  demand  forces  do 
not  operate  to  produce  prices  either  in  the  home 
market  or  in  third  countries  which  can  be  relied 
upon  for  comparison  purposes.”  (Trade  Reform  Ael 
of  1974;  Report  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  on 
H.R.  10710, 93rd  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  174  (1974). 


within  the  PRC.  In  purchasing  menthol 
for  resale  to  foreign  markets,  respondent 
must  compete  wi&  purchasers  in  the 
PRC  who  intend  to  use  menthol 
domestically. 

Further,  there  appear  to  be  no  direct 
controls  (e.g.  production  quotas  or 
special  production  incentives)  on  the 
production  of  menthol  or  peppermint  oil 
(the  primary  raw  material  used  in 
producing  menthol).  The  difRculty  in 
accepting  PRC  home  market  prices  for 
menthol  as  the  measure  of  fair  value  is 
not  a  function  of  the  presence  or 
absence  of  direct  controls  over  the 
production  and  distribution  of  menthol. 
Rather,  it  results  from  general 
limitations  on  the  transferability  of  land 
and  labor  in  the  PRC  and  from  the 
indirect  effects  that  pervasive  controls 
on  other  agricultural  products 
necessarily  have  on  menthol  production. 

The  two  most  important  factors  in  the 
production  of  menthol  are  the  land  and 
labor  needed  to  grow  peppermint.  While 
respondents  have  presented  evidence 
indicating  that  “quasi-markets”  exist  for 
both  (e.g.  the  use  of  surplus  land  €md 
labor  can  be  traded  to  neighboring 
production  units],  we  cannot  conclude, 
based  on  the  information  we  have 
reviewed,  that  there  is  a  genuine  market 
for  either.  The  extent  of  “quasi-market” 
transactions  appears  to  be  small  and, 
even  where  they  occur,  land  cannot  be 
sold  and  the  restrictions  on  labor 
mobility  remain  substantial.  Without  an 
active  market  for  land  and  labor,  it  is 
difficult  to  find  that  production  and 
pricing  decisions  reflect  market  forces 
and  accurate  valuation  of  inputs. 

Furthermore,  and  also  importantly,  the 
pervasiveness  of  state  planning  and 
control  of  major  agricultural  products 
8ubst£mtially  limits  the  autonomy  of 
production  units  and  distorts  the 
incentives  that  would  be  developed  by  a 
ffeely  operating  market. 

The  most  severe  limitation  on 
production  unit  autonomy  is  the 
imposition  of  mandatory  quotas  on 
major  agricultural  products,  which 
requires  production  units  to  grow 
specified  amounts  of  particular  crops 
and  deliver  these  crops  to  the  state  at  a 
set  price.  While  these  “Category  I"  crops 
are  few  in  number,  they  include  the 
most  important  agricultural  products: 
grains,  oil  seeds,  and  cotton.  The 
resulting  limitation  on  production  unit 
autonomy  is  substantial,  because  quotas 
can  cover  a  large  proportion  of  that  part 
of  the  units’  pr^uction.  In  addition, 
most  agricultural  units  are  required  to 
meet  their  own  subsistence  needs, 
further  limiting  the  volume  of  crops 
which  can  be  grown  for  profit. 

In  addition  to  the  impact  which 
production  quotas  have  on  land  and 
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labor  available  for  the  production  of 
non-quota  goods,  the  pricing  and 
distribution  system  ivhich  exists  in  the 
PRC  for  major  agricultural  products  also 
has  an  unavoidable  effect  on  production 
team  decisions  to  produce  or  not  to 
produce  crops  such  as  menthol.  If,  for 
example,  the  price  set  for  cotton  is  too 
low,  there  is  a  clear  incentive  to  produce 
alternative  crops  such  as  peppermint 
which  is  grown  on  similar  types  of  land. 
This,  obviously,  has  a  signihcant  affect 
on  the  supply  of  menthol. 

There  are  other  factors  in  the  PRC’s 
agricultural  sector  which  limit  the 
freedom  of  production  teams  to  choose 
their  output  mix.  These  include  the 
requirement  to  pay  agricultural  taxes  in 
kind  and  restraints  on  the  free 
marketing  of  Category  I  goods.  The 
marketing  restraints  seem  to  create 
barriers  to  specialization  and  economic 
crops  by  making  it  difficult  to  procure 
Category  I  goods  freely. 

A  number  of  reforms  designed  to  give 
greater  play  to  market  forces  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of 
agricultural  products  have  been 
introduced.  We  understand  that  efforts 
have  been  made  to  relax  taxes  in  kind, 
enforced  regional  grain  self-sufficiency, 
and  quota  production.  Further,  the  PRC 
is  allowing  greater  fi'eedom  to  sell 
dbove-quota  production  in  rural 
markets.  How'ever,  our  evidence 
suggests  that  these  reforms  are,  as  yet, 
tentative  and  limited. 

In  summary,  we  believe,  that  the  PRC 
remains  state-controlled  both  in  the 
aggregate  and  the  agricultural  sector. 
Further,  the  production  and  therefore  the 
pricing  of  menthol  is  affected  by  the 
fi-amevvork  of  state-control  to  the  extent 
that  both  home  market  and  export 
menthol  prices  in  the  PRC  may  not  be 
used  as  evidence  of  fair  value.  We 
recognize  the  recent  tempering  of  the 
role  of  centralized  planning  in  the  PRC’s 
economy.  However,  at  this  time  these 
reforms  seem  to  us  as  too  new  and  too 
limited  to  have  altered  the  fundamental 
nature  of  the  PRC's  economy  and  its 
effects  on  the  production  of  menthol. 

Fair  Value  Comparisons 

Since  all  sales  to  unrelated  U.S. 
customers  were  concluded  prior  to  the 
importation  of  the  menthol,  we  used 
purchase  price,  as  defined  in  section 
772(b)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1677a(b)),  to 
determine  the  United  States  price.  We 
calculated  the  purchase  price  on  the 
basis  of  the  C  &  F  price  unrelated  U.S. 
purchasers  with  deductions  for  a 
discount,  ocean  freight  and  home  market 
inland  freight.  We  determined  the 
purchase  price  for  all  contracts  made 
with  uxu-elated  U.S.  purchasers  in  the 


period  of  fanuary  1  through  June  30, 

1980. 

Foreign  Market  Value 

Since,  for  the  reasons  set  forth  above, 
we  have  concluded  that  the  PRC  home 
market  or  export  prices  for  .natural 
menthol  are  not  an  appropriate  measure 
of  fair  value,  we  have,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  773(c)  of 
the  Act,  calculated  the  foreign  market 
value  on  the  basis  of  sales  of  natural 
menthol  from  a  non-state-controlled 
economy  country — ^Paraguay — to  the 
United  States  (19  CFR  353.8).  The  prices 
we  have  used  were  based  on  quotations 
received  from  a  U.S.  purchaser  for  prices 
from  Paraguay  to  the  United  States 
during  the  period  January  1  through  June 
30, 1980.  The  prices  were  quoted  in  U.S. 
dollars  on  an  f.o.b.  basis.  No 
adjustments  were  made  to  these  prices. 
These  prices  were  used  since  they  were 
the  only  prices  of  natural  menthol 
produced  in  Paraquay  which  were 
available.  We  are  pursuing  the 
possibility^f  obtaining  further  price 
data  on  home  market  sales  in  and 
export  sales  from  Paraquay. 

We  have  been  focusing  on  prices  of 
natural  menthol  from  Paraguay  since  the 
level  of  economic  development  of 
Paraquay  appears  to  be  closer  to  that  of 
the  PRC  than  do  the  levels  of  other 
major  producers  of  natural  menthol.  In 
addition,  Paraguay  appears  to  be  the 
only  major  non-state-controlled  natural 
menthol  producer  which  produces  all  its 
own  raw  material  (peppermint). 

Results  of  Fair  Value  Comparison 

Using  the  above  criteria,  we  found 
that  the  purchase  price  was  lower  than 
the  foreign  market  value.  The  margins 
ranged  from  12.58  to  14.85  percent  and 
the  weighted-averaged  margin  was  13.5 
percent. 

Critical  Circumstance  Determination 

On  November  25, 1980,  the  petitioner 
amended  its  petition  under  section 
733(e)(1)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673b(e)(l) 
to  assert  that  there  are  “critical 
circumstances"  with  respect  to  imports 
of  menthol  from  the  PRC.  In  order  to 
determine  that  critical  circumstances 
exist,  the  Department  must  find  that 
there  is  a  reasonable  basis  to  believe 
that  (1)  there  is  a  history  of  dumping  of 
menAol  in  the  United  States  or 
elsewhere,  or  (2)  importers  knew  or 
should  have  known  that  the  exporter 
was  selling  menthol  at  less  than  fair 
value,  and  (3)  there  have  been  massive 
imports  of  menthol  over  a  relatively 
short  period. 

The  Department  is  not  aware  of  any 
other  dumping  investigation  or 
determination  concerning  menthol  from 


the  ntC.  The  fact  that  the  petitioner  has 
alleged  “significant  estimated  margins" 
of  dumping  from  1977  through  1979  and 
provided  evidence  of  “consistent 
underselling  by  the  PRC  of  menthol  from 
other  sources”  does  not  establish  a 
history  of  dumping  by  the  respondent. 

The  petitioner  contends  that  it  has 
presented  sufficient  evidence  of 
dumping  and  price  cutting  for  the 
Department  to  find  that  importers  of 
menthol  from  the  PRC  knew  or  should 
have  known  that  the  PRC  exporter  was 
selling  at  less  than  fair  value.  The 
petitioner’s  evidence  of  dumping, 
however,  is  based  on  the  price  of 
menthol  in  the  home  markets  of  Brazil  or 
Japan.  The  respondent  and  the  importers 
contend  that  the  Department  should  rely 
on  the  home  market  price  of  menthol  in 
the  PRC.  If  that  argument  is  rejected,  the 
respondents  and  importers  urge  that  the 
Department  rely  on  the  price  from  the 
PRC  to  a  third  country,  preferably  the 
United  Kingdom. 

The  Department  does  not  have  a 
reasonable  basis  to  believe  that 
importers  knew,  or  should  have  known, 
from  the  petitioner's  information,  that 
the  PRC  exporter  was  selling  menthol  in 
the  United  States  at  les  than  fair  value 
because  the  importers  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  petitioner’s  analysis  is 
accurate  or  reasonable.  Moreover,  price 
cutting  in  a  declining  market  alone  is  not 
sufficient  to  warrant  a  conclusion  that 
merchandise  is  being  dumped.  ’There  is 
no  reason  to  believe  that  there  is  a 
history  of  dumping  of  menthol  or  that 
importers  should  have  known  that 
CNEC  was  selling  menthol  at  less  than 
fair  value.  Therefore,  since  one  of  the 
statutory  bases  for  critical 
circumstances  has  not  been  met,  1 
conclude  that  critical  circumstances  do 
not  exist.  Accordingly,  liquidations  will 
not  be  suspended  retroactively. 

Verification 

Although  no  information  has  been 
verified  to  date,  all  information  relied  on 
in  making  the  final  determination  will  be 
verified  in  accordance  with  section  776 
of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1677e). 

Preliminary  Dslermination 

Based  on  a  comparison  between 
United  States  prices  and  prices  to  the 
United  States  from  Paraguay  we  have 
preliminarily  determined  that  there  is  a 
reasonable  basis  to  believe  or  suspect 
that  exports  of  natural  menthol  fi'om  the 
PRC  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  in 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  section  731  of  the 
Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673).  The  weighted 
average  margin  preliminarily  found  was 
13.5  percent. 
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The  Department  will  afford  interested 
parties  an  opportunity  to  present  oral 
views  in  accordance  with  §  353.47, 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR  353.47). 
This  hearing  is  scheduled  to  be  held,  if 
requested,  at  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  room  4830, 14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  begiiming  at  10:00  a.m., 
February  11, 1981.  Interested  parties 
who  desire  such  a  conference  should 
provide  a  written  request  for  a 
conference  to  the  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration,  room  2800,  at  the 
address  shown  above.  This  request 
should  contain:  (1)  the  name,  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  the  party 
requesting  the  conference;  (2)  the 
number  of  participants;  and  (3)  a  list  of 
the  issues  to  be  discussed.  All  requests 
must  be  received  by  the  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  no  later  than  10 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice. 

Any  written  views  filed  in  accordance 
with  §353.46(a}.  Commerce  Regulations 
(19  CFR  353.46(a])  should  be  filed  at  the 
address  indicated  above,  in  at  least  10 
copies.  Any  written  views  should  be 
filed  not  later  than  30  days  fi'om  the 
publication  of  this  notice. 

In  accordance  with  section  7S3(d)(l) 
and  (2)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1673b(d)(l) 
and  (2)),  the  liquidation  of  all  entries,  or 
withdrawals  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  of  this  merchandise  on  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice,  shall  be  suspended.  The  posting 
of  a  cash  deposit,  bond,  or  other  security 
in  the  amount  of  13.5  percent  of  the  f.o.b. 
value  of  natural  menUiol  from  the  PRC 
will  be  required  as  of  that  date.  This 
suspension  of  liquidation  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  further  notice. 

This  case  is  being  referred  to  the 
International  Trade  Commission  for  a 
determination  concerning  material 
injury  or  a  threat  of  material  injury.  This 
determination  is  published  in 
accordance  with  §  353.39(a](2], 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFTR 
353.39(a)(2)). 

January  7, 1981. 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
A  dministration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1192  Filed  1-13-Sl;  8^.5  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-24-M 


Optic  Liquid  Levei  Sensing  Systems 
from  Canada;  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
International  Trade  Administration. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  Preliminary  Results  of 
Administrative  Review  of 
Countervailing  Duty  Order. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  the  Department  of  Commerce 
has  conducted  an  administrative  review 
of  the  countervailing  duty  order  on  optic 
liquid  level  sensing  systems  firom 
Canada  manufactured  by  Honeywell 
Limited.  The  review  covers  the  period 
January  8, 1979  through  December  31, 

1979.  As  a  result  of  this  review,  the 
Department  has  preliminarily 
determined  to  assess  countervailing 
duties,  equal  to  the  calculated  value  of 
the  net  subsidy,  of  12  percent  of  the 
f.o.b.  invoice  price  of  the  merchandise. 
Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
comment  on  these  preliminary  results. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  January  13, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  J.  McGarr,  Office  of  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Room  1126, 
Washington,  D.C  20230  (202-377-2104). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Procedural  Background 

On  January  8, 1979,  a  notice  of  "Final 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination  and 
Suspension  of  Liquidation,”  T.D.  79-09, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(44  FR 1728).  The  notice  stated  that  the 
Department  of  the  Treasmy  had 
determined  that  exports  of  optic  liquid 
level  sensing  systems  from  Canada, 
manufactured  by  Honeywell  Limited, 
benefited  fi'om  bounties  or  grants  within 
the  meaning  of  section  303  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1303)  ("the  Act”). 
Accordingly,  imports  into  the  United 
States  of  this  merchandise  were  subject 
to  countervailing  duties. 

On  January  1, 1980,  the  provisions  of 
Title  I  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979  became  effective.  On  January  2, 

1980,  the  authority  for  administering  the 
countervailing  duty  law  was  transferred 
from  the  Department  of  Treasury  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (“the 
Department”).  The  Department 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of  May 
13, 1980  (45  FR  31455)  a  notice  of  intent 
to  conduct  administrative  reviews  of  all 
outstanding  countervailing  duty  orders. 
As  required  by  section  751  of  the  Act, 
the  Department  has  conducted  an 
administrative  review  of  the  order  on 
optic  liquid  level  sensing  systems  from 
Canada,  manufactured  by  Honeywell 
Limited. 

Scope  of  the  Review 

Imports  covered  by  this  review  are 
optic  liquid  level  sensing  systems 
(OLLS),  including  components  as  well  as 
complete  systems,  manufactured  in 
Canada  by  Honeywell  Limited.  They  are 


used  primarily  to  prevent  the  overfilling 
of  tank  trucks  and  storage  tanks  in  the 
petroleum  industry.  Such  imports  are 
currently  classifiable  under  item  685.90, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States. 

The  review  covers  the  period  January 
8, 1979  through  December  31, 1979,  and 
the  review  is  limited  to  the  benefits 
received  by  Honeywell  Limited  under 
the  Canadian  Government’s  Program  for 
the  Advancement  of  Industrial 
Technology  (PATT),  which  was  the  only 
program  found  countervailable  in  the 
Final  Determination. 

Analysis  of  Program 

Honeywell  used  the  PAIT  funds  to 
defray  certain  costs  incurred  in  the 
commercial  introduction  of  two  types  of 
OLLS  based  on  its  patented  concepts. 
Honeywell  requested  and  received  the 
maximum  allowable  PATT  grant,  which 
was  to  finance  50  percent  of  the  costs 
that  it  estimated  it  would  incur  in 
bringing  the  OLLS  to  full  commercial 
production.  Actual  costs  exceeded 
Honeywell’s  estimate  and,  as  a 
consequence,  the  net  effect  of  the  grsniit 
was  to  cover  something  less  than  50 
percent  of  total  product  development 
costs.  *1110  Treasury  Department 
concluded  that  only  the  portion  of  the 
grant  which  went  to  subsidize  the 
product  that  was  eventually  marketed 
should  be  used  in  calculating  the  net 
value  of  the  grant  subject  to 
countervailing  duties.  Since  the  grant 
was  of  a  non-recuning  nature, 
calculation  of  the  ad  ralorem  value  of 
the  grant  consists  of  amortizing  the 
grant  applicable  to  this  product  over  a 
period  of  years  and  then  ascertaining 
the  total  value  of  production  it  has 
benefitted  on  a  yearly  basis. 

In  the  application  for  the  grant, 
Honej'well  estimated  the  useful  life  of 
the  technology  developed  to  be  a 
minimum  of  10  years.  The  contract 
between  Honeywell  and  PATT  provided 
that  for  10  years  the  recipient  of  the 
funds  would  not  produce  the  product 
being  developed  outside  Canada 
vrithout  the  express  permission  of  the 
Canadian  authorities.  Consequently,  we 
have  calculated  the  ad  valorem  value  by 
taking  the  portion  of  the  grant 
applicable  to  the  development  of  the 
device  marketed,  amortizing  it  on  a 
straight-line  basis  over  a  ten-year  period 
(beginning  in  1976)  and  then  dividing  by 
the  value  of  estimated  total  production 
in  1979,  both  domestic  and  foreign. 

Preliminary  Results  of  the  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  calculations,  we 
preliminarily  determine  that  the  net 
subsidy  conferred  by  the  PATT  grant  on 
OLLS  is  12  percent  ad  valorem  of  the 
f.o.b.  invoice  price. 
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Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  on  these  preliminary  results 
on  or  before  February  12, 1981,  and  may 
request  disclosure  and/ or  a  hearing  on 
or  before  January  28, 1981.  The 
Department  will  publish  the  final  results 
of  the  administrative  review  after 
analysis  of  issues  raised  in  written 
comments  or  at  a  hearing.  Tlie 
Department  intends  to  instruct  the 
Customs  Service  to  assess 
countervailing  duties  of  12  percent  ad 
valorem  of  the  f.o.b.  invoice  price  on  all 
unliquidated  entries  of  optic  liquid  level 
sensing  systems  from  Canada 
manufactured  by  Honeywell  Limited 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  between  January  8, 

1979,  and  December  31, 1979. 

Further,  as  required  by  §  355.36(c)  of 
the  Commerce  Regulations,  a  cash 
deposit  of  estimated  countervailing 
duties  of  12  percent  ad  valorem  shall  be 
required  on  all  shipments  entered,  or 
withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  on  or  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  the  final  results.  This 
requirement  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

Pending  publication  of  the  final  results 
of  the  present  review,  a  deposit  of 
estimated  duties  of  9  percent  of  the  f.o.b. 
invoice  price  shall  continue  to  be 
required  on  each  entry,  or  withdrawal 
from  weirehouse,  for  consumption  of  the 
subject  merchandise,  and  liquidation 
shall  continue  to  be  suspended. 

This  administrative  review  and  notice 
publication  are  in  accordance  with 
section  751(a)(1)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1))  and  §  355.41  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  355.41). 

January  8, 1981. 

John  D.  Greenwald, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-11S3  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-2S-M 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Toxicological  Advisory  Board;  Meeting 

agency:  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting:  Toxicological 
Advisory  Board. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  a 
meeting  of  the  Toxicological  Advisory 
Board  on  Tuesday,  February  3, 1981 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  and 
Wednesday,  February  4, 1981  from  8:30 
a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.  The  meeting,  which  is 
open  to  the  public,  will  be  held  in  Room 


456  at  5401  Westbard  Avenue,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Barbara  Rosenfeld,  Director,  Office  of 
Public  Participation,  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Suite  300, 1111 18th  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20207,  (202)  254- 
6241. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Toxicological  Advisory  Board  is  a  nine- 
member  advisory  committee  which 
advises  the  Commission  on 
precautionary  labeling  for  acutely  toxic 
household  substances  and  on 
instructions  for  first  aid  treatment 
labeling.  In  addition,  the  Board  reviews 
labeling  requirements  that  have  been 
issued  under  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  and  recommends 
revisions  it  considers  appropriate.  The 
Toxicological  Advisory  Board  was 
created  on  November  10, 1978,  under  the 
authority  of  Section  10  of  the  1978  CPSC 
Authorization  Act  (Pub.  L  95-631). 

This  meeting  will  be  devoted  to  the 
review  of  labeling  advice  for  metal  salts, 
certain  amines,  alcohols,  aldehydes, 
ketones,  esters  and  miscellaneous 
compounds. 

For  a  complete  list  of  topics  to  be 
discussed  or  for  information  on  the 
schedule,  please  call  the  number  listed 
above. 

The  two-day  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public;  however,  space  is  limited. 
Persons  who  wish  to  make  ored  or 
written  presentations  to  the 
Toxicological  Advisory  Board  should 
notify  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  (see 
address  above)  by  Friday,  January  23, 
1981. 

The  notification  should  list  the  name 
of  the  individual  who  will  make  the 
presentation,  the  person,  company, 
group  or  industry  on  whose  behalf  the 
presentation  wiU  be  made,  the  subject 
matter,  and  the  appropriate  time 
requested.  Time  permitting,  these 
presentations  and  other  statements  from 
the  audience  to  members  of  the  Board 
may  be  allowed  by  the  presiding  officer. 
Requesters  will  be  informed  of  the 
decision  before  the  meeting. 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 

Secretary,  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1325  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6355-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Army 

Army  Science  Board;  Closed  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 


(Pub.  L.  92-463),  annoimcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Committee  meeting: 

Name  of  the  committee:  Army  Science  Board 
(ASB) 

Dates  of  meeting:  3-4  February  1981 
Place:  Room  2E271,  The  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC 

Time;  0830-1700  hours,  3-4  February  1981 
(Closed) 

Proposed  agenda:  The  ASB  1981  Summer 
Study  participants  will  receive  classified 
briefings  and  hold  discussions  on 
“Equipping  the  Army  in  1996-2000". 
Specifically,  items  to  be  presented  will 
provide  information  to  address  these 
Terms  of  Reference: 

1.  What  existing  and  emerging  technologies 
could  be  exploited  to  significantly  enhance 
the  fighting  capability  of  Army  forces  in  the 
1990's  with  emphasis  given  to  exploiting 
those  technologies  in  which  the  United  States 
excels. 

2.  In  an  era  of  decreasing  potential  military 
manpower,  how  might  technology  be  applied 
to  produce  a  more  manpower-economical 
force  structure  with  increased  combat 
potential?  Which  technologies  appear  to  ofier 
the  highest  payoff  in  hardware/people  trade 
offs? 

3.  Considering  each  level  of  Aruiy  forces 
(e.g.,  Division,  Battalion]  as  a  mission 
oriented  system,  what  weapons,  support,  and 
netting  contribute  most  to  efficient, 
integrated  combat  capability  with  desired 
characteristics  of  deployability,  survivability, 
flexibility,  and  sustainability? 

This  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  in 
accordance  with  Section  553b(c}  of  Title  5, 
U.S.C.,  specifically  subparagraph  (1)  thereof. 
The  classified  and  non-classified  matters  to 
be  discussed  are  so  inextricably  intertwined 
so  as  to  preclude  opening  any  portion  of  the 
meeting. 

Helen  Pipon, 

Administrative  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1277  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3710-08-M. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies;  Meeting 

agency:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Ethnic  Heritage  Studies. 
action:  Notice  of  Meeting. 

summary:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  agenda  of  a  forth-coming 
meeting  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies.  This 
notice  also  describes  the  functions  of 
the  Council.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
required  under  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  This 
document  is  intended  to  notify  the 
general  public  of  their  opportunity  to 
attend. 
dates: 

January  28, 1981, 9:00  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 
January  29, 1981,  9:00  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 
January  30. 1981, 9:00  a.m.  to  1:30  p.m. 
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address:  Federal  Office  Building  6, 

Room  3000  (large  conference  room)  400 
Maryland  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lawrence  E.  Koziarz,  Director 
Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Program,  ROB- 
3,  Room  3928,  202-245-9506. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies  is  established  under 
Section  956  of  the  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965  as 
added  by  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1972  (Pub.  L  92-319)  and  amended  by 
the  Education  Amendments  of  1978 
(Pub.  L  95-561).  The  Council  is 
established  to  advise  the  Secretary  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Education 
Research  and  Improvement  on  the 
implementation  of  Part  E  of  Title  IX  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act  of  1965  in  order  to 
provide  assistance  designed  to  afford 
students  the  opportunity  to  learn  about 
their  own  cultural  heritage  and  the 
contributions  of  the  other  ethnic  groups 
of  the  Nation. 

The  Council  shall  advise  concerning 
matters  of  general  policy,  arising  fi'om 
the  administration  of  programs 
authorized  by  Part  E  of  Title  IX,  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  of  1965,  and  shall  perform  specific 
functions  as  follows:  (a)  make 
recommendations  to  Ae  Secretary  and 
the  Assistant  Secretary  regarding  the 
collection  of  data  to  facilitate  program 
planning  and  evaluation;  e.g., 
recommend  a  survey  of  needs  to 
determine  to  modify  program  priorities, 
or  suggest  national  or  regional  reviews 
of  intercultural  curriculum  and 
personnel  development;  (b)  suggest 
innovations  to  meet  program  needs  or 
otherwise  improve  ethnic  heritage 
studies;  (c)  suggest  promising  areas  of 
inquiry  to  give  direction  to  research;  e.g., 
recommended  ethnographic  studies  as 
required  for  substantial  intercultural 
curriculum  materials  development;  (d) 
provide  such  administrative  and 
legislative  proposals  as  may  be 
appropriate;  and  (e)  not  later  than  June 
30  of  each  year,  submit  to  Congress,  a 
report  of  its  activities,  findings,  and 
recommendations. 

The  proposed  agenda  includes: 

January  28, 1981 
Introduction  of  New  Members 
Swearing  In  of  New  Members 
Council  Business 

Exploration  of  the  Relationship  of  Multi- 

Ethiyc  Eduoadon  to  Multicultural  Ed. 
Ethnic  Studies — h  Budget  View 
Presentation  Regarding  IntergeneratioBel 

Ethnic  Studies 

Ethnic  Studies  in  the  Oiftce  of  Sehod 

In^trevunenl 


January  29, 1981 

Evaluation  of  Ethnic  Studies  Materials 
Ethnic  Studies — ^The  National  Ethnic  Studies 
Assembly  View 

Ethnic  Studies — ^The  Legislature’s  View 
January  30, 1981 
Committee  Meetings 
Reports  by  Committees 
Agenda  for  March  Meeting 
Records  are  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings,  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies, 
ROB-3,  Room  3928, 7th  and  D  Streets  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202 
Signed  in  Washington,  D.C,  on  January  9, 
1981. 

Lawrence  E.  Koziarz, 

Director,  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Program, 

|FR  Doc.  81-lZ15-Filed  1-13-Sl;  t^4S  am] 

BtLUNG  CODE  4000-01-H 


Grants  for  Arts  in  Education  Program; 
Correction 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Correction  to  Application 
Notice. 

The  application  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  7, 1980 
(45  FR  66607)  is  corrected  to  add  the 
following  information  to  subparagraph 
(a)  of  the  section  entitled,  “Applicable 
Regulations." 

If  substantive  changes  are  made  in  the 
Final  Regulations  for  the  Arts  in 
Education  Program,  applicants  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  amend  their 
applications. 

Probable  changes  include  the 
broadening  of  the  definition  of  the  “rural 
or  small  community"  category  to  include 
all  applicants  not  in  the  State  or  urban 
categories;  the  elimination  of  the 
requirement  for  cooperation  or 
collaboration,  although  these  are  still 
considered  among  the  selection  criteria; 
the  judging  of  approaches,  methods  or 
materials  to  be  developed  in  projects 
based  upon  their  “use^lness  and 
effectiveness"  to  other  potential  users 
rather  than  the  provisions  for 
dissemination;  the  deletion  of  the 
requirement  that  project  results  be  “new 
or  innovative;”  the  removal  of  the 
prohibition  against  “stipends"  and  the 
authorization  of  payments  to  teachers 
for  inservice  training;  the  removal  of  the 
5%  limitation  on  equipment  costs;  the 
substitution  of  “arts  integraticm"  for 
“comprehensiveness"  as  a  selection 
criterion;  and  the  eliniination  of  the 
Secretary’s  20  optional  points  for 
priority  funding. 

Applicants  to  the  Arts  in  Edncation 
Program  will  need  to  refer  to  the 
preamble  to  the  Final  Regalations  Hiat 


are  expected  to  be  published  on  or 
about  January  19, 1981. 

FURTHER  information: 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
fitjm  Dr.  Harold  Arberg,  Director,  Arts 
and  Humanities  Staff,  U.S.  Department 
of  Education  (Room  3728  Donohoe 
Building),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washii^ton,  D.C.  20202.  Telephone: 

(202)  472-7793. 

Dated:  January  8. 1981. 

F.  James  Rutherford, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Educational  Research 
and  Improvement 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.084,  formerly  13.566  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  in  the  Arts) 

[FR  Doc.  81-1216  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4000-01-M 


Experimental  Program  for 
Opportunities  in  Advanced  Study  and 
Research  in  Education 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Application  notice  for  new 
projects  under  the  experimental  program 
for  opportunities  in  advanced  study  and 
research  in  education.  National  Institute 
of  Education. 

Grant  applications  are  invited  for  new 
projects  under  the  Experimental 
Program  for  Opportunities  in  Advanced 
Study  and  Research  in  Education. 
Authority  for  this  program  is  contained 
in  Section  405  of  the  General  Education 
Provisions  Act,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C 
1221e). 

Under  this  program  the  Secretary  may 
award  grants  to  colleges,  universities. 
State  or  local  educational  agencies, 
public  or  private  non-profit  or  for-profit 
agencies  or  organizations,  or  any 
combination  of  these.  A  for-profit 
grantee  is  required  to  forego  any  profits 
and  to  cost-share  to  the  same  extent  that 
is  required  of  a  non-profit  grantee. 

New  grants  will  be  awarded  in  Fiscal 
Year  1981  for  Institutional  Projects  and 
Special  Projects  that  carry  out 
experimental  activities  to  explore  and 
demonstrate  effective  ways  to  (1) 
increase  the  participation  of  minorities 
and  women  in  educational  research  and 
development  (R&D);  (2)  enhance 
equality  of  opportunity  within  the 
education  R&D  workforce:  (3)  increase 
the  relevance  and  credibili^  of 
education  R&D  through  greater  inclusion 
of  contributions  and  perspectives  from 
these  previously  underrepresented 
groups;  and  (4)  improve  the  overaQ 
quality  of  educatkm  R&D  by  inoreased 
utilization  of  the  talent  that  is  available. 

Closing  date  for  transmittal  cf 
opplicQtions:  An  application  for  a  grant 
for  either  an  Institutional  Project  or  a 
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Special  Project  must  be  mailed  or  hand 
delivered  by  April  21, 1981. 

Applications  delivered  by  mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  Proposal 
Clearinghouse,  Mail  Stop  1,  National 
Institute  of  Education,  1200  19th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20208.  The 
lower  left-hand  comer  of  the  package 
should  display  the  type  of  project: 
“Institutional  Project"  or  “Special 
Project.” 

The  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  applied  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  neither  of  the 
following  is  acceptable  to  the  Secretary 
as  proof  of  mailing:  (1)  a  private  metered 
postmark,  or  (2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not 
dated  by  the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
specifically  request  that  a  dated 
postmark  be  affixed  by  its  local  post 
office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 
Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  delivered  by  hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  Proposal  Clearinghouse, 
National  Institute  of  Education,  Room 
813, 1200  19th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  The  Proposal  Clearinghouse  will 
accept  hand  delivered  applications 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time),  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays.  Applications  that  are  hand 
delivered  will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30 
p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

Preapplications:  Preapplications  are 
not  being  invited  or  required. 

Application  instructions:  Persons  who 
wish  to  receive  a  copy  of  the  application 
information  package  (also  referred  to  as 
the  program  announcement)  may 
request  one  by  sending  a  self-addressed 
mailing  label  to  the  Experimental 
Program  for  Opportunities  in  Advanced 
Study  Team,  DIP,  Mail  Stop  29,  National 
Institute  of  Education,  1200  19th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20208.  Those 
who  have  requested  that  their  names  be 
placed  on  the  mailing  list  need  not  send 


a  mailing  label.  The  announcement  gives 
further  information  on  program 
objectives,  eligibility  and  review 
criteria,  ineligible  activities,  and 
application  instructions. 

Program  information:  Ths  program 
covers  two  tj^es  of  projects: 

Institutional  iVojects  and  Special 
Projects.  Institutional  Project  grants  will 
average  $90,000  for  a  12  month  budget 
period.  If  an  application  is  for  a  multi¬ 
year  project,  the  project  may  be 
continued  to  a  maximum  of  diree  years 
through  noncompetitive  continuation 
awards  that  are  contingent  upon 
satisfactory  performance  and 
availability  of  fimds.  Activities  should 
be  designed  to  discover  and 
demonstrate  effective  ways  by  which 
institutions  and  organizations  can 
remove  barriers  to  participation  of 
minorities  and  women  in  educational 
R&D.  Such  activities  should  provide  to 
participants  information  on  the 
availability  of  training  and  employment 
opportunities  for  minorities  and  women, 
thus  creating  and  maintaining  an 
environment  in  which  the  participation 
of  these  populations  is  the  norm  rather 
than  the  result  of  special  efforts. 

Special  Project  grants  will  average 
$45,000  for  a  12  month  budget  period.  If 
the  application  is  for  a  multi-year 
project,  the  project  may  be  continued  for 
a  maximum  of  three  years  through 
noncompetitive  continuation  awards, 
contingent  upon  satisfactory 
performance  and  availability  of  funds. 
Special  Project  activities  are  normally  of 
a  shorter  duration  than  those  of 
Institutional  Projects.  Activities  focus 
directly  on  training,  professional 
development,  and  information  needs  of 
minorities  and  women  in  educational 
R&D.  Multi-year  support  is  limited  to 
those  projects  that  offer  a  sequence  of 
short-term  activities  that  ar  recurrent  or 
intermittent. 

Available  funds:  $800,000  is  available 
in  fiscal  year  1981  for  new  awards. 

These  funds  will  support  6-8  grants  for 
Institutional  Projects  and  -4-6  grants  for 
Special  Projects.  All  awards  will  be 
made  by  July  1981. 

These  funding  estimates  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  to  a 
specific  number  of  grants  nor  to  the 
awarding  of  grants  for  a  specific 
amount.  The  total  amount  of  funding 
available  to  support  these  grants  may  be 
increased  or  decreased  by  the  Secretary. 

Applicable  regulations:  The 
regulations  applicable  to  this  program 
are  the  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  75  and  77),  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  April  13, 1980, 45 
FR  22494,  and  ffie  regulations  for  the 
Experimental  Program  for  Opportunities 


in  Advanced  Study  and  Research  in 
Education  (34  CFR  Part  703),  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  concurrently  with 
this  Notice.  If  substantive  changes  are 
made  in  the  final  regulations,  applicants 
will  be  given  an  opportimity  to  amend 
their  applications. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Frank  Z.  Alejandro,  Minorities  and 
Women’s  Program,  DIP,  NIE,  OERI,  1200 
19th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
telephone  (202)  254-8827. 

(20  U.S.C.  1221e) 

Dated:  January  7, 1981. 

F.  James  Rutherford, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Educational  Research 
and  Improvement 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.117,  Educational  Research  and 
Development;  formerly  13.950] 

IFR  Doc.  81-1217  Filed  l-lS-81;  8-45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4000-01-M 


Office  Of  Bilingual  Education  and 
Minority  Languages  Affairs 

Transition  Program  for  Refugee 
Children 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 
action:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  for 
Transmittal  of  Applications. 

Applications  are  invited  for  grants 
imder  the  Transition  Program  for 
Refugee  Children. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  412(d)(1)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Nationality  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Refugee  Act  of  1980 
(Pub.  L.  96-212). 

(8  U.S.C.  1522(d)). 

Eligible  applicants  are  State 
educational  agencies. 

This  program  supports  educational 
activities  designed  to  meet  the  special 
needs  of  eligible  refugee  children  and  to 
enhance  their  transition  into  American 
society. 

Closing  date  for  transmittal  of 
applications:  An  application  for  a  grant 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
February  16, 1981. 

Applications  delivered  by  mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  James  H.  Lockhart, 
Acting  Director  of  the  Refugee  Children 
Assistance  Staff,  Office  of  Bilingual 
Education  and  Minority  Languages 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Vacation 
(Room  505,  Reporters  Building),  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20202. 

An  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 
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(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as  a 
proof  of  mailing: 

(1)  a  private  metered  postmark,  or 

(2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  delivered  by  hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  Refugee  Children 
Assistance  Staff,  Office  of  Bilingual 
Education  and  Minority  Languages 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Mucation, 
Room  505,  Reporters  Building,  300  7th 
Street,  S.W.,  Washin^on,  D.C. 

The  Refugee  Children  Assistance  Staff 
will  accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

Program  Information:  The  Secretary 
announces  January  19, 1981,  as  the  date 
on  which  State  educational  agencies 
shall  coimt  the  number  of  children 
eligible  for  assistance  under  the 
Transition  Program  for  Refugee 
Children.  A  grant  is  made  to  a  State 
educational  agency  based  on  the 
number  of  eligible  children  enrolled  in 
public  and  nonprofit  private  schools  in 
the  State,  following  application  of  the 
formula  in  §  538.31(d)  of  the  program 
regulations  using  the  weighting  factors 
announced  in  this  notice.  Using  the 
same  formula,  the  State  educational 
agency  awards  subgrants  to  local 
educational  agencies  in  its  State  that 
propose  to  serve  eligible  children  within 
their  jurisdictions.  When  a  local 
educational  agency  does  not  apply  to 
serve  its  eligible  children,  the  State 
educational  agency  provides  services 
directly  to  those  children  or  arranges  for 
provision  of  services  to  those  children 
through  subgrants,  contracts,  and 
cooperative  agreements  with  other 


public  and  private  nonprofit 
organizations,  agencies,  and  institutions. 
Awards  under  this  program  are  to 
provide  educational  services  to  eligible 
children  during  the  current  school  year 
(1980-1981). 

Weighting  factors:  Section  538.31  of 
the  program  regulations  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  announce  the  weighting 
factors  to  be  used  in  distributing  funds 
under  this  program.  For  the  award  of 
fiscal  year  1980  funds,  the  Secretary  will 
use  the  weighting  factors  presented  in 
the  table  in  §  538.31(d)  of  the  program 
regulations. 

Available  funds:  It  is  expected  that 
approximately  $23  million  will  be 
available  for  grants  to  State  educatfonal 
agencies.  These  funds  are  a  fiscal  year 
1980  supplementary  appropriation  and 
have  extended  availability  until  March 
31, 1981. 

It  is  estimated  that  these  fimds  will 
provide  approximately  $300  of 
assistance  per  eligible  child.  However, 
the  approximate  amount  of  funds 
available  per  eligible  child  may  increase 
or  decrease  depending  on  the  total 
number  of  eligible  children  that  States 
report  and  the  Secretary’s  application  of 
the  formula  in  §  538.31  of  the  program 
regulations  using  the  weighting  factors 
annoimced  in  this  notice. 

These  estimates,  however,  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  to 
specific  numbers  of  grants  or  to  the 
amount  of  any  grant. 

Application  forms:  Application  forms 
and  instructions  will  be  mailed  to  all 
State  educational  agencies.  Additional 
forms  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Refugee  Children  Assistance  Staff, 

Office  of  Bilingual  Education  and 
Minority  Languages  Affairs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  (Room  505, 
Reporters  Building),  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  application  package.  The 
Secretary  strongly  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  application  not 
exceed  ten  pages.  The  Secretary  further 
urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 

Applicable  regulations:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(1)  Regulations  governing  the 
Transition  Program  for  Re^gee  Children 
(34  CFR  Part  538)  published  in  Part  6  of 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

(2)  Regulations  governing  the  Refugee 
Resettlement  Program  (45  CFR  Part  400) 
published  on  September  9, 1980  (45  FR 
59618). 

(3)  Education  Division  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 


(34  CFR  Parts  76  and  77)  published  on 
April  3, 1980  (45  FR  22494),  except  as 
o^erwise  provided  in  34  CFR  Part  538. 

Further  information:  For  fiirther 
information  contact  Mr.  James  H. 
Lockhart,  Acting  Director  of  the  Refugee 
Children  Assistance  Staff,  Office  of 
Bilingual  Education  and  Minority 
Languages  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education  (Room  505,  Reporters 
Building),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washii^ton,  D.C.  Telephone  {202)  472- 
7177.  (8  U.S.C.  1522(d)). 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Josue  M.  Gonzalez, 

Director,  Office  of  Bilingual  Education  and 
Minority  Languages  Affairs. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.146,  Transition  Program  for 
Refugee  Children.) 

(FR  Doc.  n-1248  Filed  l-lS-Bl:  8:45  am] 

BOXING  CODE  4000-ai-M 


Educational  Services  for  Cuban  and 
Haitian  Entrant  Children  Program 

agency:  Department  of  Education. 

action:  Notice  of  Closing  Date  for 
Transmittal  of  Applications. 

Applications  are  invited  for  grants 
under  the  Educational  Services  for 
Cuban  and  Haitian  Entrant  Children 
Program. 

Authority  for  this  program  is 
contained  in  Section  303  of  the 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act  as  amended  by  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1978  (Pub.  L  95-661). 

(20  U.S.C.  2943) 

Eligible  applicants  are  State 
educational  agencies. 

This  program  supports  educational 
activities  designed  to  meet  the  special 
needs  of  Cuban  and  Haitian  entrant 
children  and  to  enhance  their  transition 
into  American  society. 

Closing  date  for  transmittal  of 
applications:  An  application  for  a  grant 
must  be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  by 
February  16, 1981. 

Applications  delivered  by  mail:  An 
application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  James  H.  Lockhart, 
Acting  Director  of  the  Refugee  Children 
Assistance  Staff,  Office  of  Bilingual 
Education  and  Minority  Languages 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Education 
(Room  505,  Reporters  Building),  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20202. 

An  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 
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(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  U.S.  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as  a 
proof  of  mailing: 

(1)  a  private  metered  postmark,  or 

(2)  a  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or  at  least  first  class  mail. 

Each  late  applicant  will  be  notified  that 
its  application  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  delivered  by  hand:  An 
application  that  is  hand  delivered  must 
be  taken  to  the  Refugee  Children 
Assistance  Staff,  Office  of  Bilingual 
Education  and  Minority  Languages 
Afiairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Vacation, 
Room  505,  Reporters  Building,  300  7th 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C, 

The  Refugee  Children  Assistance  Staff 
will  accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time]  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

Program  Information:  The  Secretary 
announces  January  19. 1981,  as  the  date 
on  which  State  educational  agencies 
shall  count  the  number  of  children 
eligible  for  assistance  under  the 
Educational  Services  for  Cuban  and 
Haitian  Entrant  Children  Program.  A 
grant  is  made  to  a  State  educational 
agency  based  on  the  number  of  eligible 
children  enrolled  in  public  and  nonprofit 
private  schools  in  the  State,  following 
application  of  the  formula  in  §  539.31(d) 
of  the  program  regulations  using  the 
weighting  factors  announced  in  this 
notice.  Using  the  same  formula,  the 
State  educational  etgency  awards 
subgrants  to  local  educational  agencies 
in  its  State  that  propose  to  serve  eligible 
children  within  their  jurisdictions.  When 
a  local  educational  agency  does  not 
apply  to  serve  its  eligible  children,  the 
State  educational  agency  provides 
services  directly  to  those  children  or 
arranges  for  provision  of  services  to 
those  children  through  subgrants, 
contracts,  and  cooperative  agreements 
with  other  public  and  private  nonprofit 
organizations,  agencies,  and  institutions. 


Awards  under  this  program  are  to 
provide  educational  services  to  eligible 
children  during  the  current  school  year 
(1980-1981). 

Weighting  factors:  Section  539.31  of 
the  program  regulations  authorizes  the 
Secretary  to  aimoimce  the  weighting 
factors  to  be  used  in  distributing  funds 
under  this  program.  For  the  award  of 
fiscal  year  1980  funds,  the  Secretary  will 
weight  all  eligible  children  equally, 
regardless  of  the  recency  of  their  arrival 
in  the  United  States. 

Available  funds:  It  is  expected  that 
approximately  $7.7  million  will  be 
available  for  grants  to  State  educational 
agencies.  These  funds  are  a  fiscal  year 
1980  supplementary  appropriation  and 
have  extended  availability  until 
December  31, 1981. 

It  is  estimated  that  these  funds  will 
provide  approximately  $300  of 
assistance  per  eligible  child.  However, 
the  approximate  amount  of  funds 
available  per  eligible  child  may  increase 
or  decrease  depending  on  the  total 
niunber  of  eligible  children  that  States 
report. 

These  estimates,  however,  do  not  bind 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Education  to 
specific  numbers  of  grants  or  to  the 
amount  of  any  grant. 

Application  forms:  Application  forms 
and  instructions  will  be  mailed  to  all 
State  educational  agencies.  Additional 
forms  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the 
Refugee  Children  Assistance  Staff, 

Office  of  Bilingual  Education  and 
Minority  Languages  Affairs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  (Room  505. 
Reporters  Building],  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  application  package.  The 
Secretary  strongly  urges  that  the 
narrative  portion  of  ^e  application  not 
exceed  ten  pages.  The  Secretary  further 
urges  that  applicants  not  submit 
information  that  is  not  requested. 

Applicable  regulations:  Regulations 
applicable  to  this  program  include  the 
following: 

(1)  Regulations  governing  the 
Educational  Services  for  Cuban  and 
Haitian  Entrant  Children  Program  (34 
CFR  Part  539)  published  in  Part  6  of  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

(2)  Education  Division  General 
Adininistrative  Regulations  (EDGAR) 

(34  CFR  Parts  76  and  77)  published  on 
April  3, 1980  (45  FR  22494),  except  as 
otherwise  provided  in  34  CFR  Part  539. 

Further  information:  For  further 
information  contact  Mr.  James  H. 
Lockhart  Acting  Director  of  the  Refugee 
Children  Assistance  Staff,  Office  of 
Bilingual  Education  and  Minority 


Languages  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education  (Room  505,  Reporters 
Building),  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  Telephone  (202)  472- 
7177. 

(8  U.S.C.  1522(d)) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  84.138,  Educational  Services  for 
Cuban  and  Haitian  Entrant  Children) 

Dated:  January  8. 1981. 

Josue  M.  Gonzalez, 

Director,  Office  of  Bilingual  Education  and 
Minority  Languages  Affairs. 

It’S  Doc.  81-1249  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  400<MI1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Conduct  of  Employees;  Waiver  of 
Post-Employment  Restrictions 

Section  605(a)(3)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  (Pub.  L.  95-91, 
hereinafter  the  “Act”)  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  to  waive  the  post¬ 
employment  restrictions  of  section 
605(a)(1)  of  the  Act  for  a  former 
supervisory  employee  with  outstanding 
scientific  or  technological  qualifications 
in  connection  with  a  particular  matter  in 
a  scientific  or  technological  field,  where 
it  has  been  determined  that  the  national 
interest  would  be  served  by  the 
participation  of  the  former  employee  in 
the  matter. 

It  has  been  established  to  my 
satisfaction  that  William  Wegner, 
Murray  E.  Miles,  Richard  W.  Bass,  and 
Robert  S.  Brodsky,  former  employees  in 
the  Department  of  Energy's  Naval 
Reacator  Programs,  have  outstanding 
scientific  and  technological 
qualifications  in  the  fields  of  nuclear 
reactor  plant  design,  construction, 
operation,  and  maintenance,  and  that  it 
serves  the  national  interest  for  them  to 
be  able  to  carry  out  their  full 
responsibilities  under  a  subcontract 
between  Basic  Energy  Technology 
Associates,  Inc.,  (BETA)  and 
Westinghouse  Electric  Corpration,  a 
prime  contractor  of  DOE  which  operates 
the  Hanford  Engineering  Development 
Laboratory  at  Richland,  Washington, 
and  subsequently  under  a  subcontract 
with  the  Sandia  Corporation 
(Albuquerque,  New  Mexico),  another 
DOE  prime  contractor.  Under  the 
subcontracts.  BETA  has  been  providing 
technical  support  and  management 
assistance  to  the  DOE  Nuclear  Facility 
Personnel  Qualification  and  Training 
(NFPQT)  Committee  by  developing 
guidelines  for  conducting  onsite  field 
assessments  of  nuclear  reactor  plant 
operations;  participating  in  selected 
onsite  field  assessments  of  DOE-owned 
reactors’,  and  assisting  in  the 
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preparation  of  the  Committee’s 
Assessment  Reports.  Therefore, 
effective  January  21, 1980, 1  have  waived 
the  post-emplojmient  appearance  and 
communications  prohibitions  of  section 
605(a](l]  of  the  Act  for  Messrs.  Wegner, 
Miles,  Bass,  and  Brodsky  in  connection 
with  their  duties  under  the  subcontracts. 

Dated:  November  26, 1980. 

Charles  W.  Duncani,  Jr., 

Secretary  of  Energy. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1327  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  645(H>1-« 


Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs 

Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangement; 
Switzerland 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement” 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  Switzerland  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Additional  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  European 
Atomic  Energy  Community  (EUR ATOM) 
Concerning  Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic 
Energy,  as  amended. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  would 
give  approval,  which  must  be  obtained 
under  the  above  mentioned  agreements, 
for  the  following  transfer  of  special 
nuclear  materials  of  the  United  States 
origin,  or  of  special  nuclear  materials 
produced  through  the  use  of  materials  of 
United  States  origin,  as  follows: 

From  Switzerland  to  the  United  Kingdom 
(THORP  facility]  for  the  ultimate  purpose  of 
reprocessing,  70  irradiated  fuel  assemblies 
containing  21,830  kilograms  of  uranium, 
enriched  to  0.82%  U-235,  and  204  kilograms  of 
plutonium  from  the  Beznau-1  Nuclear  Power 
Plant  owed  by  Nordostschweizerische 
Kraftwerke  AG  (NOK).  This  subsequent 
arrangement  is  designated  as  RTD/EU(SD]- 
30. 

The  Department  of  Energy  has 
received  letters  of  assurance  from  the 
Government  of  Switzerland  that  the 
recovered  uranium  and  plutonium  will 
be  stored  at  the  reprocessing  facility  and 
will  not  be  transferred  from  that  facility, 
nor  put  to  any  use,  without  the  prior 
consent  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this 
subsequent  arrangement  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security. 


This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  and  after  fifteen  days  of 
continuous  session  of  the  Congress, 
beginning  the  day  after  the  date  on 
which  the  reports  required  by  Section 
131  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2160)  are  submitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the 
Senate.  The  two  time  periods  referred  to 
above  shall  run  concurrently. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated;  January  8, 1981. 

Harold  O.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1170  Filed  1-13-81: 845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8450-01-11 


Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangement; 
Switzerland 

Pursuant  to  Section  131.a.(2)  (G)  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
a  proposed  “subsequent  arrangement” 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooporation 
Between  the  Government  of  die  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  Switzerland  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Additional  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  European 
Atomic  Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 
Concerning  Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic 
Energy,  as  amended. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  would 
give  approval  to  the  transfer  within 
France  of  70.6  kilograms  of  plutonium 
finm  the  COGEMA  reprocessing  facility 
at  La-Hague  to  the  COGEMA  fuel 
fabrication  facility  at  Cadarache  and 
finally  to  Creys-Malvilie  for  loading  into 
the  Super  Phenix  Breeder  reactor,  a  joint 
French-Italian-German  demonstration 
program.  The  plutonium  was  recovered 
from  spent  nuclear  power  reactor  fuel  of 
U.S.  origin  transferred  from  Switzerland 
to  France  for  reprocessing  with  U.S. 
approval  in  1978.  When  we  granted  that 
approval,  it  was  conditioned  on  the 
understanding  with  the  Swiss 
Government  that  any  subsequent 
transfer  and/or  use  of  the  recovered 
plutonium  would  be  subject  to  prior  U.S. 
approval.  The  Swiss  have  now 
requested  that  we  approve  the  use  of  the 
recovered  plutonium  as  part  of  the  fuel 
for  Super  Phenix. 

This  transfer  is  designated  as  a 
“subsequent  arrangement”  under  the 
Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Act  of  1978. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 


after  careful  and  comprehensive 
analysis,  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  subsequent  arrangement  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  efiect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  and  after  fifteen  days  of 
continuous  session  of  the  Congress, 
beginning  the  day  after  the  date  on 
which  the  reports  required  by  Section 
131  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2160)  are  submitted 
to  the  Conunittee  on  Foreign  Afifairs  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the 
Senate.  The  two  time  periods  referred  to 
above  shall  run  concurrently. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  Intemtdioaal 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1171  Filed  1-13-81;  6:45  am) 

BiLUNG  CODE  6450-ei-M 


Proposed  Subsequent  Arrangement; 
Switzerland 

Pursuant  to  Section  131  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  2160)  notice  is  hereby  given  of  a 
proposed  “subsequent  arrangement” 
under  the  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  Government 
of  Switzerland  Concerning  Civil  Uses  of 
Atomic  Energy,  as  amended,  and  the 
Additional  Agreement  for  Cooperation 
Between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  European 
Atomic  Energy  Community  (EURATOM) 
Concerning  Peaceful  Uses  of  Atomic 
Energy,  as  amended. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  would 
give  approval,  which  must  be  obtained 
under  the  above  mentioned  agreements, 
for  the  following  transfer  of  special 
nuclear  materials  of  United  States 
origin,  or  of  special  nuclear  materials 
produced  through  the  use  of  materials  of 
United  States  origin,  as  follows:  From 
Switzerland  to  France  (the  COGEMA 
facility)  for  the  purpose  of  reprocessing, 
68  irradiated  fuel  assemblies  containing 
12,498  kilograms  of  uranium,  enriched  to 
0.96%  U-235,  and  96  kilograms  of 
plutonium  from  the  Muhleberg  Power 
Plant,  owned  by  the  Bemischc 
Kraftwerke  AG.  This  subsequent 
arrangement  is  designated  as  RTD/ 
EU(SD)-31. 

llie  Department  of  Energy  has 
received  letters  of  assurance  from  the 
Government  of  Switzerland  that  the 
recovered  uranium  and  plutonium  will 
be  stored  at  the  reprocessing  facility  and 
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will  not  be  transferred  from  that  facility, 
nor  put  to  any  use,  without  the  prior 
consent  of  the  United  States 
Government. 

In  accordance  with  Section  131  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this 
subsequent  arrangement  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security. 

This  subsequent  arrangement  will 
take  effect  no  sooner  than  fifteen  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  and  after  fifteen  days  of 
continuous  session  of  the  Congress, 
beginning  the  day  after  the  date  on 
which  the  reports  required  by  Section 
131  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2160)  are  submitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the 
Senate.  The  two  time  periods  referred  to 
above  shall  run  concurrently. 

For  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Harold  D.  Bengelsdorf, 

Director  for  Nuclear  Affairs,  International 
Nuclear  and  Technical  Programs. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1172  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-Cl-M 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

(Docket  No.  ERA-TA-80-4>9] 

Allegheny  Production  Co.;  Issuance  of 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
has  issued  to  Allegheny  Production 
Company  (Allegheny)  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  vdth  regard  to  an 
application  for  incentive  prices  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  212.78(c)  of  the  Tertiary 
Enhanced  Recovery  Program.  Under  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  205.98,  such  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  must  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Interested  parties  have  thirty  calendar 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  to 
submit  objections  or  comments.  Upon 
review  of  any  matters  submitted,  we 
may  issue  a  final  Decision  and  Order  in 
the  form  proposed,  issue  a  modified 
proposed  or  final  Decision  and  Order,  or 
take  other  appropriate  action.  All 
parties  offering  objections  or  coments 
will  be  notified  of  the  action  taken  and 
will  be  furnished  a  copy  of  that  action. 
Objections  or  comments  should  cite  the 
docket  number  and  be  addressed  to: 
Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Attention: 
Manager,  Tertiary  Enhanced  Recovery 
Program. 


A  copy  of  the  text  of  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  together  with  a  copy 
of  the  application  filed  by  Allegheny 
Production  Company  is  available  in  the 
Public  Affairs  Office,  Room  B-110,  2000 
M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday  (except 
Federal  holidays)  and  the  Department  of 
Energy  Reading  Room,  Room  lE-190, 
James  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday  (except  Federal  holidays). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  7, 
1981. 

Paul  T.  Burke, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Petroleum 
Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1175  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 

[Docket  No.  ERA-TA-  80-09] 

Allegheny  Production  Co.,  Inc.; 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  Under 
the  Tertiary  incentive  Program 

To:  Allegheny  Production  Company, 

Inc.,  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia. 
Subject:  Designation  of  Allowed 

Expenses  for  Zavala  County  Heavy 
Oil  Project  (Docket  Number  ERA- 
TA-80-09). 

I.  Introduction 

On  March  31, 1980,  the  Allegheny 
Production  Company  (Allegheny),  of 
Clarksburg,  West  Virginia,  a  subsidiary 
of  the  Allegheny  Land  and  Mineral 
Company,  Incorporated,  submitted  an 
application  pursuant  to  §  212.78(e)(2)  of 
the  Department  of  Energy’s  Tertiary 
Incentive  Program  for  an  order  which 
would  designate  it  as  a  qualified 
producer  with  respect  to  a  project 
employing  an  oil  recovery  technique 
which  is  not  self-certifiable  pursuant  to 
§  212.78(c)  of  the  regulations.  The 
requested  order  also  would  set  forth  the 
allowed  expenses  that  Allegheny  would 
be  permitted  to  recover  with  respect  to 
that  project.  Allegheny  withdrew  this 
application  following  discussions  with 
the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  concerning  the  EOR  technique 
that  Allegheny  proposed  to  employ.  On 
July  24, 1980,  Allegheny  submitted  a 
discussion  of  a  modified  version  of  the 
EOR  (Enhanced  Oil  Recovery)  technique 
described  in  its  application  of  March  31, 
1980,  and  requested  that  ERA  assume 
consideration  of  its  application  of  March 
31, 1980,  as  modified  by  this  submission. 


II.  Background 

On  August  21, 1979,  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA) 
amended  to  10  CFR  212.78  to  establish 
the  Tertiary  Incentive  Program.  In 
general,  this  program  permits  producers 
which  are  engaged  in  EOR  projects  to 
recover  a  portion  of  the  costs  associated 
with  such  projects. 

Section  212.78(e)(2)  authorizes  ERA  to 
issue  an  order  designating  a  producer  as 
a  qualified  producer  with  respect  to  a 
particular  project  which  does  not 
employ  a  self-certifiable  EOR  technique, 
but  nevertheless  involves  high  levels  of 
risk  and  cost,  and  setting  forth  what  the 
allowed  expenses  will  be  with  respect  to 
that  project.  An  allowed  expense  is 
seventy-five  percent  of  an 
environmental  expense  (as  defined  in 
§  212.78(c)),  seventy-five  percent  of  an 
engineering  and  laboratory  expense  (as 
defined  in  |  212.78(c)),  or  seventy-five 
percent  of  an  expense  listed  in  the 
Appendix  to  Section  212.78.  As  provided 
in  era’s  General  Guidelines  on  Tertiary 
Enhanced  Recovery  Project  Review 
(Guidelines),  when  applying  for  issuance 
of  an  order  pursuant  to  §  212.78(e)(2).  a 
producer  must  demonstrate  that  it  is 
employing  an  EOR  technique  which 
involves  high  levels  of  risk  and  cost,  and 
that  the  offset  of  certain  costs  is 
necessary  to  make  the  use  of  that 
technique  an  attractive  investment 
opportunity. 

The  Allegheny  application  concerns  a 
project  which  will  use  an  electrical 
technique  which  is  not  self-certifiable 
under  §  212.78(c).  Therefore,  Allegheny 
has  requested  an  order  from  ERA  under 
§  212.78(e)(2)  designating  it  as  a 
qualified  producer  engaged  in  the 
initiation  of  a  tertiary  project  that 
involves  high  levels  of  risk  and  cost  and 
setting  forth  what  the  allowed  expenses 
will  be  in  respect  to  that  project. 

III.  Findings  and  Analysis 

The  Allegheny  application  concerns 
an  oil  recovery  project  to  be  undertaken 
on  a  certain  lease  in  Zavala  County, 
Texas.  Allegheny  proposes  to  use  an 
electrothermic  process  at  the  Zavala 
County  project  site. 

The  basic  element  in  an 
electrothermic  process  is  the  placement 
of  electrodes  in  off-setting  well  bores 
opposite  the  producing  horizon.  An 
electric  current  is  passed  through  the 
earth  between  these  electrodes. 
Allegheny  plans  to  use  alternating 
current  in  the  400  to  500  volt  range.  The 
frequency  to  be  used  has  apparently  not 
been  established  but  modifications  of 
the  conventional  60  cycle  per  second 
rate  are  mentioned. 
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Allegheny  states  that  the  application 
of  electricity  through  the  well  bores  in 
this  manner  heats  the  reservoir  adjacent 
to  the  well  bore  and  thus  increases  the 
effective  well  bore  radius.  Allegheny 
also  states  that  the  electrothermic 
process  will  heat  the  interwell  area, 
improve  the  oil  mobility  in  the  reservoir, 
and  increase  reservoir  pressures  due  to 
thermal  expansion.* 

Before  issuing  an  order  finding  a 
producer  to  be  a  qualified  producer 
engaged  in  a  tertiary  project  and 
allowing  the  offset  of  certain  project 
costs.  §  212.78  requires  that  ERA  must 
determine  that: 

1.  the  producer  has  an  interest  in  the 
properties  on  which  the  project  is  located; 

2.  the  producer  contributes  to  the  initiation  or 
expansion  of  the  project  which  is  the 
subject  of  the  application; 

3.  the  producer  employs  a  tertiary  enhanced 
recovery  technique; 

4.  the  application  of  that  technique  involves 
high  levels  of  risk  and  cost;  and 

5.  the  offset  of  certain  costs  is  required  to 
make  the  project  an  attractive  investment 
opportunity. 

A  threshold  test  in  the  consideration 
of  an  application  of  an  order  is  whether 
the  application  concerns  a  project  that 
employs  a  tertiary  enhanced  recovery 
technique.  If  this  test  is  not  met,  then  the 
application  for  an  order  must  be 
rejected. 

In  prior  orders,  this  test  has  been  met 
by  a  showing  that  the  technique  in 
question  was  a  variation  of  one  of  the 
self-certifiable  EOR  techniques  set  forth 
in  §  212.78(c).  We  agree  with 
Allegheny’s  assertions  that  the  flow  of 
electric  current  through  the  oil  reservoir 
will  increase  the  temperature  of  the 
reservoir,  and  consequently,  the 
mobility  of  the  oil  in  the  reservoir  and 
the  reservoir  pressure. 

All  thermal  oil  recovery  techniques 
seeks  the  same  goal,  namely,  an 
increase  in  reservoir  temperature.  Those 
thermal  oil  recovery  techniques  which 
are  included  in  the  definition  of  a  “self- 
certifiable  EOR  technique,”  however, 
provide  heat  to  reservoirs  through 
injectants  by  phase  change,  oxidation  or 
to  a  lesser  degree,  by  sensible  heat  in 
the  injected  fluid,  with  the  result  that  the 
displacement  energy  to  force  oil  to 
'  producing  wells  is  supplied  concurrently 
with  the  heating  mechanism.  In  addition, 
the  heat  is  confined  to  the  oil  reservoir 
(excluding  the  normal  losses  by 
condition  to  the  overburden  and 


'incKasiag  th«  teropsrature  of  reservoir  oil  does 
little  to  provide  displaoemeiit  energy.  As  Allegheny 
points  ont,  an  increase  in  temperature  will  cause 
thermal  expansion,  inoreasing  reservoir  pressure 
mid  provicKng  energy  to  toroe  oil  into  producing 
wells.  However,  the  eflaot  is  so  smaH  (about  0.00005 
F)  as  to  be  a  BwaT  oenaideration. 


underlying  sediments)  since  the  injected 
fluids  are  confined  to  the  reservoir.  In 
contrast,  the  electrothermic  process 
supplies  a  negligible  amount  of 
displacement  energy.  Moreover,  the 
heating  effects  of  electricity  caimot  be 
confined  to  the  oil  reservoir. 
Consequently,  we  cannot  find  the 
electrothermal  process  to  be  a  variation 
of  a  self-certifiable  EOR  technique. 

A  production  stimulation  technique 
can  also  qualify  as  a  tertiary  enhanced 
oil  recovery  technique  if  it  represents  a 
technological  innovation  that  results  in 
significantly  increased  production  from 
the  reservoir.  No  showing  has  been 
made  that  the  electrothermic  process 
represents  a  technological  innovation 
that  will  result  in  significantly  more 
production  than  would  otherwise  be 
realized  by  the  use  of  existing  well 
heating  and  other  production 
stimulation  techniques  for  increasing  the 
well  bore  radius. 

Moreover,  Allegheny  has  not 
differentiated  the  electrothermic  process 
from  other  well  bore  heating  techniques. 
Well  bore  heating  and  other  techniques 
for  increasing  effective  well  bore  radii 
(as  well  as  techniques  for  literally  S  ’- 
increasing  well  bore  radius)  are 
generally  accepted  production 
stimulation  techniques  that  have  a  long 
history  of  use.  The  lack  of  risk 
associated  with  this  method  of 
production  stimulation  is  one  of  the 
primary  reasons  that  it  was  not  included 
as  a  self-certifiable  EOR  technique. 
Accordingly,  use  of  the  electrothermic 
process  by  Allegheny  in  connection  with 
this  project  does  not  involve  high  levels 
of  risk  and  cost  within  the  meaning  of 
§  212.78(e). 

For  the  above  stated  reasons,  we  find 
that  the  electrothermic  process  proposed 
to  be  used  by  Allegheny  does  not 
qualify  as  a  tertiary  enhanced  oil 
recovery  technique  within  the  context  of 
the  tertiary  incentive  program  of  Section 
212.78,  and  that  Allegheny  is  not  a 
qualified  producer  with  respect  to  the 
use  of  this  process  at  the  Zavala  County 
project  site.  Accordingly,' we  must  deny 
this  application. 

rv.  Comment  Procedures 

10  CFR  205.98  requires  this  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  to  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  sets  forth  the 
procedures  for  filing  objections  or 
comments  on  this  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order.  Objections  or  comments 
must  be  received  by  the  designated 
office  in  the  ERA  within  thirty  calendar 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  the  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order.  All  submissions 
with  respect  to  this  ^pUcation  wiH  be 
available  fiH*  public  iaspection  in  the 


DOE  Reading  Room,  Room  lE-190, 

James  Forrestal  Building,  ItXX) 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday  (except  Federal  holidays),  and  in 
the  Public  Affairs  Office,  Room  ^110, 
2000  M  Street.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.d, 
between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday  (except 
Federal  holidays). 

V.  Order 

1.  The  request  by  Allegheny 
Production  Company,  Inc.  of  Clarksburg, 
West  Virginia,  to  be  a  qualified 
producer  with  respect  to  the  Zavala 
County  property  located  in  2^vala 
Coimty,  Texas,  is  hereby  denied. 

2.  This  Order  is  based  on  the 
presumed  validity  of  statements, 
assertions,  and  documentary  materials 
submitted  by  Allegheny.  This  Order  may 
be  revoked  or  modified  upon  a 
determination  that  the  factual  basis 
underlying  the  Order  is  incorrect 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  (»  January  7, 
1981. 

Paul  T.  Butke, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Petroleum 
(derations.  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1174  Filed  1-12-81;  8:45  ami 
eiLUNG  CODE  6450-01-« 


(ERA  Case  No.  $3146-3804-04-82] 

Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Company; 
Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978;  Intention  To  Proceed  With 
Prohibition  Order  Proceedings 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  notice  of 
its  intention  to  proceed  with  the  pending 
Prohibition  Order  Proceedings  relating 
to  a  powerplant  owned  by  Virginia 
Electric  and  Power  Company  of 
Richmond,  Virginia  (VEPCO)  and 
located  near  Diumfiies,  Virginia,  and 
identified  as  Possum  Point  No.  4. 

Pursuant  to  Sections  301(b)  and  701(b) 
of  the  Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel 
Use  Act  of  1978  (FUA),  42  USC  8301  et 
seq.,  a  proposed  prohibition  order  for 
Possum  Point  No.  4  was  issued  by  ERA 
on  January  17, 1980,  and  publish^  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  23, 1980  (45 
FR5365). 

Description  of  Prohibition  Order 
Proceedings 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  801.51,  the 
proposed  prohibition  order  commenced 
an  initial  public  comment  period,  durmg 
which  period  VEPCO  was  given  an 
opportunity  to  challenge  ERA’S  initial 
fining  drat  Possum  Point  No.  4  has  or 
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previously  had  the  technical  capability 
to  bum  an  alternate  fuel  (coal)  as  a 
primary  energy  source.  VEPCO  chose 
not  to  do  so.  The  utility  must  also  have 
identified,  during  this  period,  any 
exemptions  for  which  the  powerplant 
may  qualify,  but  need  not  have 
submitted  evidence  attempting  to 
demonstrate  entitlement  to  an 
exemption. 

The  publication  of  this  Notice  of 
Intention  to  Proceed  commences  a 
second  three-month  period  during  which 
\^EPCO  may  present  evidence  to 
demonstrate  that  the  powerplant  would 
qualify  for  an  exemption,  which  would 
constitute  a  defense  to  the  issuance  of  a 
final  prohibition  order. 

Subsequent  to  the  end  of  the  second 
three-month  period  ERA  will,  if  it 
intends  to  issue  a  final  prohibition  order, 
prepare  and  publish  a  notice  of 
availability  of  a  Tentative  Staff  Analysis 
concerning  the  findings  ERA  must  make 
prior  to  issuance  of  a  final  prohibition 
order.  Those  findings,  which  are 
required  by  Section  301(b)  of  FUA,  are: 

(1)  that  the  powerplant  has  the  technical 
capability  to  use  coal  or  another 
alternate  fuel  as  a  primary  energy 
source,  or  it  could  have  such  capability 
without  (A)  substantial  physical 
modification  of  the  powerplant  or  (B) 
substantial  reduction  in  the  rated 
capacity  of  the  powerplant;  and  (2)  that 
it  is  financially  feasible  for  the 
powerplant  to  use  coal  or  another 
alternate  fuel  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

The  provisions  of  Section  701(d]  of 
FUA  and  10  CFR  501.33  afford  any 
interested  person  an  opportunity  to 
request  a  public  hearing  on  the  proposed 
prohibition  order.  Interested  persons 
wishing  a  hearing  must  make  their 
request,  in  writing,  no  later  than  45  days 
after  publication  of  the  Notice  of 
Availability  of  the  Tentative  Staff 
Analysis.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
hearing  will  be  held  in  accordance  with 
Subpart  C  of  10  CFR  Part  501.  Interested 
persons  may  also  submit  written 
comments  during  this  45-day  period. 

After  the  hearing  and  comment  period 
closes,  ERA  shall  determine  whether  a 
final  prohibition  order  will  be  issued 
based  upon  ERA’s  review  of  the  entire 
administrative  record.  Any  final 
prohibition  order,  together  with  a 
summary  of  the  basis  therefor,  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  Such 
order  shall  not  take  efiect  earlier  than 
sixty  days  after  publication. 

Comments  and  Written  Submissions 
Received  on  Proposed  Prohibition  Order 

During  the  intial  comment  period, 
comments  on  the  proposed  prohibition 
order  were  received  from  VEPCO.  These 


comments  indicate  that  VEPCO  believes 
that  ERA  can  make  the  findings 
necessary  to  issue  a  final  order  for 
Possum  Point  No.  4.  that  the  unit  was 
designed  to  bum  coal  and  has  burned 
coal  in  the  past  and  that  the  capability 
to  bum  coal  could  be  restored  without 
substantial  physical  modification  or 
significant  derating.  VEPCO  also 
anticipates  that  the  conversion  of  this 
unit  would  be  financially  feasible. 
VEPCO’s  comments  are  based  bn  the 
assumption  that  the  only  major  capital 
expenditure  associated  with  the 
conversion  would  be  the  acquisition  and 
installation  of  a  new  electrostatic 
precipitator. 

During  this  period,  neither  VEPCO  nor 
any  other  interested  persons  submitted 
any  information  contrary  to  ERA’S 
initial  finding  that  Possum  Point  No.  4 
has  or  previously  had  the  technical 
capability  to  bum  an  alternate  fuel 
(coal)  as  a  primary  energy  source. 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR  501.51, 
VEPCO  also  submitted  evidence  relating 
to  the  other  findings  that  ERA  is 
required  to  make  under  Section  301(b)  of 
FUA,  and  identified,  in  their  response 
dated  Febmary  11, 1980,  those 
exemptions  for  which  Possum  Point  No. 
4  may  qualify.  The  temporary 
exemptions  authorized  by  Section  311  of 
the  Act,  which  VEPCO  identified  are:  (1) 
site  limitations,  (2)  inability  to  comply 
with  applicable  environmental 
requirements,  (3)  public  interest;  and  (4) 
reliability  of  service.  In  addition, 

VEPCO  identified  the  following 
permanent  exemptions  for  which 
Possum  Point  No.  4  may  qualify  as 
authorized  by  Section  312  of  the  Act:  (1) 
site  limitations,  (2)  inability  to  comply 
with  applicable  environmental 
requirements  and  (3)  state  or  local 
requirements. 

For  further  information  contact: 

Jack  Vandenberg,  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  B- 
110,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202) 
653-4055. 

Steven  Frank,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,' Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room 
3302,  Washington.  D.C.  20461,  (202) 
653-4184. 

James  Renjilian,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building,  Room  6B-178, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  25Z- 
2967. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  January  8, 
1981. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration, 

[FR  Doc.  81-117B  FUed  1-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


Allocation  for  Wholesale  Purchaser 
Consumers  and  End-Users  Who  Are 
Bulk  Purchasers 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Rescission  of  Bulk 
Purchaser  Guidelines  and  Issuance  of 
Guidance  on  Allocation  for  Ultimate 
Consumers. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  notice 
that  the  guidelines  issued  to  ERA 
regional  offices  in  September  1979  for 
the  evaluation  of  applications  for  new 
bulk  purchasers  for  assignment  of  base 
period  use  and  suppliers  of  motor 
gasoline  under  10  CFR  Section 
211.12(e)(3)  have  been  rescinded.  A  brief 
description  of  procedure  and  criteria  to 
be  used  in  processing  applications  under 
existing  regulations  is  also  included. 

DATE:  Effective  immediately. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  PLEASE 

contact: 

Charles  R.  McCrea,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Room  2104, 

2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Telephone:  (202)  653-4472. 

Joel  M.  Yudson,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Room  6A-127, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Telephone:  , 
(202)  252-6744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION.  On 

September  26, 1979,  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  issued 
guidelines  for  the  evaluation  of 
applications  filed  by  new  bulk 
purchasers  seeking  the  assignment  of  a 
supplier  and/or  the  assignment  of  a 
base-period  use  of  motor  gasoline  (44  FR 
59269,  October  15, 1979). 

These  guidelines  were  precipitated  by 
the  motor  gasoline  shortage  which 
existed  during  the  spring  and  summer  of 
1979,  and  the  expectation  that  supplies 
would  continue  to  be  short  during  the 
fall  of  1979.  The  guidelines  generally 
limited  the  assignment  of  base  period 
volumes  and  suppliers  for  new  bulk 
purchasers  to  those  firms  which  are 
entitled  to  a  first  priority  allocation  level 
pursuant  to  10  CHI  211.103(b).  The 
guidelines  also  provided  for  assignments 
to  firms  entitled  to  a  second  priority 
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allocation  level  who  either  had 
purchased  or  obtained  motor  gasoline 
and  received  delivery  of  that  product 
into  a  storage  tank  substantially  under 
the  control  of  that  firm  at  a  fixed 
location  prior  to  March  1, 1979  (or  to 
firms  that  had  purchased  or  installed 
storage  tanks,  or  had  entered  into  a 
written  contract  to  purchase  or  install 
storage  tanks  prior  to  March  1, 1979). 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the 
guidelines,  the  supply  situation  in  the 
United  States  for  crude  oil,  motor 
gasoline  and  other  finished  products 
began  to  improve  significantly  over  the 
supply  levels  of  the  corresponding 
period  of  1979.  Currently,  motor  gasoline 
inventories  are  high,  demand  is  down, 
many  prime  suppliers  are  reporting  to 
ERA  allocation  fractions  of  1.0,  and 
surplus  product  is  abundant. 

In  recognition  of  this  continued 
improvement  in  the  supply  situation  and 
in  keeping  with  the  objectives  of  the 
Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L  93-159),  as  amended,  the 
ERA  is  rescinding  the  guidelines. 

In  the  future,  applications  for 
assignments  for  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  and  end-users  that  are  bulk 
purchasers  of  motor  gasoline  will  be 
handled  under  the  existing  regulations 
as  described  herein. 

Allocations  for  Ultimate  Consumers 

Ultimate  consumers  are  eligible  to 
receive  an  assignment  of  motor  gasoline 
only  if  they  qualify  as  bulk  purchasers. 

A  bulk  purchaser  as  defined  in  10  CFR 
211.102  means  “any  Firm  which  is  an 
ultimate  consumer  which,  as  part  of  its 
normal  business  practices,  purchases  or 
obtains  motor  gasoline  from  a  supplier 
and  either:  (a)  receives  delivery  of  that 
product  into  a  storage  tank  substantially 
under  the  control  of  that  firm  at  a  fixed 
location;  or  (b)  with  respect  to  use  in 
agricultural  production,  receives 
delivery  into  a  storage  tank  with  a 
capacity  not  less  than  50  gallons 
substantially  under  the  control  of  that 
firm."* 

Bulk  purchasers  are  divided  into  two 
categories,  end-users  and  wholesale- 
purchaser  consumers,*  each  of  which  is 


'  For  the  purpose  of  defining  an  end-user  or 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer,  a  '‘firm"  is  defined 
in  1(1  CFR  211.11(b)(1)  as  all  parts  of  the  parent  and 
the  consolidated  and  unconsolidated  entities  (if 
any)  which  it  directly  or  indirectly  controls  which 
act  as  ultimate  consumers,  including  all  sites, 
stunige  tanks  and  other  facilities  or  entities  of  the 
end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser-consumer  that 
utilize  or  store  allocated  products.  Under  10  CFR 
211.11(b)(3).  the  ERA  may,  in  considering 
applications  by  end-users  and  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  for  assignments,  treat  as  a  separate  firm 
any  part  of  the  parent  or  other  entity  that  it  controls, 
including  any  separate  site  or  facility. 

‘Wholesale  purchaser-consumer  is  defined  in  10 
CFR  211.521  as  “any  firm  that  is  an  ultimate 


treated  separately  under  the  allocation 
regulations. 

End-Users  that  are  Bulk  Purchasers 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.12(f),  suppliers 
may  agree  to  supply  new  end-users  of 
motor  gasoline  where  the  supplier 
serves  the  purchaser  in  accordance  with 
its  normal  business  practices.  The 
volume  allocated  must  be  normal  and 
reasonable  for  its  intended  use.  If  the 
end-users  had  located  a  supplier  who  is 
willing  to  supply  it  and  if  the  volume  is 
normal  and  reasonable  for  its  intended 
use.  no  application  need  be  filed  with 
ERA.  The  amount  the  supplier  agrees  to 
supply  will  establish  the  base  period 
volume  and  the  allocation  rights  of  the 
end-users  will  be  the  same  as  that 
established  by  an  ERA  assignment 
order.  Willing  suppliers  will  be 
obligated  to  supply  the  agreed-upon 
volume  pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.10(b)(2). 
However,  it  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  an  end-users  bulk  purchaser  to  obtain 
written  confirmation  of  the  supply 
agreement  to  preclude  subsequent 
dispute  between  suppliers  and 
purchasers  over  agreed-upon  volumes. 

An  end-user  that  is  a  bulk  purchaser 
is  only  eligible  for  an  assignment  of  a 
base  period  volume  if  the  gasoline  will 
be  used  for  an  activity  for  which  an 
allocation  level  is  provided  under  10 
CFR  211.103(b)  or  (c).*If  such  a  firm 
cannot,  after  a  diligent  effort,  locate  a 
willing  supplier  or  if  the  purchaser  and 
the  supplier  cannot  agree  on  the  volume 
to  be  supplied,  an  application  for  ERA 
assignment  of  a  supplier  and  a  base- 
period  volume  may  be  filed.  All 
applications  filed  by  new  end-users 
should  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
Subpart  Q  or  Part  205  with  the  state 
energy  office  located  in  the  state  in 
which  the  product  will  be  physically 


consumor  which,  us  purl  of  its  normul  business 
practices,  purchases  or  obtains  an  allocalod  product 
from  a  supplier  and  receives  delivery  of  that 
product  into  a  storage  tank  substantially  undiH*  the 
control  of  that  firm  at  a  fixed  location  and  which 
either  (a)  purchased  or  obtained  more  than  20.1X10 
gallons  of  that  allocated  product  far  its  own  use  in 
agricultural  production  in  any  completed  calendar 
year  subsequent  to  1971:  (b)  purchased  or  obtained 
more  than  50.000  gallons  of  that  allocated  product  in 
any  completed  calendar  year  subsequent  to  1971  for 
use  in  one  or  more  mult-family  residences:  or  (c) 
purchased  or  obtained  more  than  64,CXX)  gallons  of 
the  allocated  product  in  any  completed  calendar 
year  subsequent  to  1971."  End-users  are  those 
ultimate  consumers  that  do  not  qualify  as  tvholesule 
purchaser-consumers. 

‘Priority  uses  set  forth  in  10  CFR  211.103  (b)  and 
(c)  are  as  follows:  Department  of  Defense; 
Agricultural  production:  Emergency  services:  Em<rgj' 
production;  Sanitation  services; 
Telecommunications  services;  Passenger 
transportation  services;  Cargo  and  freight  hauling 
by  truck  and  mail  hauling;  Aviation  ground  support 
vehicles  and  equipment;  Industrial  use;  Comnun'Ma) 
use;  Covernmont  use:  and  Social  service  ngenc|' 
use. 


— =”  I 

delivered.  Prior  to  submitting  an 
application  for  an  assignment,  to  qualify 
as  a  bulk  purchaser,  the  firm  must  have 
a  storage  tank  at  a  fixed  location 
substantially  under  its  control.  All 
volumes  requested  must  be  for  ultimate 
consumption  on  behalf  of  the  firm.  No 
volume  will  be  allocated  under  10  CFR 
211.12  (f)  for  purposes  of  resale. 

The  regulations,  in  10  CFR  205.216, 
require  state  energy  offices  to  evaluate 
end-user  bulk  purchaser  applications 
and  to  recommend  to  ERA  in  writing 
those  applications  for  assignment  that 
they  determine  warrant  the  issuance  of 
an  assignment  order. 

Upon  receipt  of  the  state's 
recommendation,  ERA  will  determine 
whether  an  assignment  should  be  made. 
Mid-level  marketers  assigned  to  supply 
the  base  period  volumes  for  end-user 
bulk  purchasers  may  not  receive 
adjustments  to  their  own  base  period 
uses  under  the  current  provisions  of  10 
CFR  211.13(c)  or  211.12(d).  Therefore, 
unless  mid-level  marketers  are  able  to 
supply  additional  end-users  without  an 
adjustment,  assignments  to  end-user 
bulk  purchasers  will  generally  be  made 
to  refiner-suppliers  delivering  product 
into  the  States  in  which  the  end-user  are 
located.  The  supplier  selected  shall 
supply  the  end-user  bulk  purchaser  by 
such  means  as  it  deems  appropriate  in 
accordance  with  its  normal  business 
practices.  For  example,  a  prime  supplier 
may  make  the  product  available  through 
the  use  of  substitute  suppliers  including 
marketers  in  its  existing  distribution 
system. 

A  supplier’s  reluctance  to  assume 
additional  obligations  does  not,  in  and 
of  itself,  constitute  a  suficient  basis  for 
not  making  an  assignment.  However,  an 
unwilling  supplier  ordinarily  should  not 
be  assigned  by  ERA  if  the  quantity  of 
motor  gasoline  to  be  delivered  is  so  low 
that  it  is  not  consistent  with  normal 
business  practices  for  bulk  deliveries  in 
the  market  area. 

Wholesale  Purchaser-Consumers 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.12(e)(1). 
wholesale  purchaser-consumers  without 
a  base  period  supplier  are  encouraged  to 
make  mutually  acceptable  arrangements 
with  suppliers.  Suppliers  are  encouraged 
-  to  accept  wholesale  purchase- 
consumers  as  new  purchasers.  When  a 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer  has 
located  a  willing  supplier  and  a  volume 
has  been  agreed  upon,  the  supplier  shall 
notify  the  appropriate  ERA  Regional 
Office  within  10  days  of  making  the 
mutual  arrangement. 

Under  10  CFR  211.12(e)(l)(ii). 
following  notification  of  ERA.  the 
supplier  may  comment  interim  deliveries 
of  the  proposed  base  period  volumes.  No 
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upward  certification  by  the  supplier  is 
permitted  until  an  assignment  is  made. 
The  agreed-upon  volume  is  subject  to 
adjustment  by  ERA,  and  ERA  may  also 
assign  the  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumer  to  another  supplier. 

In  general,  ERA  will  issue  assignment 
orders  for  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  that  have  located  willing 
suppliers  where  the  volume  requested  is 
normal  and  reasonable  for  the  Intended 
use.  The  use  must  be  one  for  which  an 
allocation  level  is  provided  under  10 
CFR  211.103(b)  or  (c). 

Any  wholesale  purchaser-consumer 
which  needs  gasoline  for  an  activity  that 
is  entitled  to  an  allocation  level 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.103(b)  or  (c),  and 
which  cannot  locate  a  willing  supplier, 
may  file  an  application  for  the 
assignment  of  a  supplier  and  a  base- 
period  volume.  All  applications  filed  by 
wholesale  purchaser-consumers  should 
be  filed  in  accordance  with  Subpart  C  of 
Part  205  with  the  appropriate  ERA 
regional  office. 

Prior  to  submitting  an  application  for 
assignment,  new  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  must  have  a  storage  tank  at  a 
fixed  location  which  is  substantially 
under  control  of  the  firm.  All  volumes 
requested  must  be  for  ultimate 
consumption  by  the  firm,  and  no  volume 
will  be  allocated  to  wholesale 
purchaser-consumers  for  purposes  of 
resale.  ERA  regional  offices  will 
evaluate  wholesale  purchaser-consumer 
applications  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
205.35  of  Subpart  C. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.13(c)  an 
assignment  order  issued  by  ERA  to  a 
wholesale  purchaser-reseller  (mid-level 
marketer)  to  supply  a  wholesale 
purchaser-consumer  may  be  certified 
upward  to  the  ultimate  supplier  and  may 
become  an  adjustment  to  the  base 
period  use  of  the  wholesale  purchaser- 
reseller.  Under  10  CFR  211.13(c),  the 
reseller  may  certify  to  its  supplier 
volumes  it  is  assigned  to  supply  to  a 
particular  facility  of  a  firm  whose 
aggregate  usage  qualiHes  it  as  a 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer  although 
the  usage  at  the  single  facility  may  not 
so  qualify  it. 

Under  10  CFR  205.36,  prior  to  issuance 
of  assignment  orders  for  wholesale 
purchaser-consumers  or  end-users  that 
are  bulk  purchasers,  the  ERA  shall 
notify  aggrieved  persons,  including 
proposed  suppliers  (including  refiner- 
suppliers)  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
the  accuracy  of  the  facts  upon  which 
ERA  intends  to  base  the  proposed 
assignment  order  and  the  impact  such 
order  may  have  upon  the  proposed 
suppliers’  operatioas,  and  to  give  such 
firms  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
comment  (m  the  propoeed  order. 


Accordingly,  for  the  reasons  set  forth 
above,  the  ERA  rescinds  its  bulk 
purchases  guidelines. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  8th  day 
of  January  1981. 

Barton  R.  House, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1328  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 
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Office  of  Energy  Research 

Research  and  Development  Panel; 
Energy  Research  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Research  and  Development  Panel  of 
the  Energy  Research  Advisory  Board 
(ERAB).  ERAB  is  a  Committee  constituted 
under  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770). 

Date  and  time:  January  26, 1981, 9:00  am  to 
5:00  pm. 

Place:  TRW  Inc.,  Building  52,  Lobby  4,  23555 
Euclid  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44117. 

Contact:  Eudora  M.  Taylor,  Staff  Assistant, 
Energy  Research  Advisory  Board,” 
Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal  Building, 
MS  3F-032, 1000  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Telephone: 
202/252-8933. 

Purpose  of  the  Parent  Board:  To  advise  the 
Department  of  Energy  on  the  overall 
research  and  development  conducted  in 
DOE  and  to  provide  long-range  guidance  in 
these  areas  to  the  Department. 

Tentative  agenda:  Discussion  of  Methodology 
for  Evaluating  Energy  R&D  Priorities. 

Public  participation:  The  meeting  is  open  to 
the  public.  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  the  Panel  either  before  or  after  the 
meeting:  Members  of  the  public  who  wish 
to  make  oral  statements  pertaining  to 
agenda  items  should  contact  the  Energy 
Research  Advisory  Board  at  the  address  or 
telephone  number  listed  above.  Requests 
must  be  received  five  days  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will  be 
made  to  include  the  presentation  on  the 
agenda.  The  Chairperson  of  the  Panel  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will  facilitate  the  orderly 
conduct  of  business. 

Transcripts:  Available  for  public  review  and 
copying  at  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Public  Reading  Room,  lE-190,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  8:00  am  and 
4:00  pm  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  Holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  8, 

1981. 

Edward  Frieman, 

Director  of  Energy  Rosean>h. 

iFR  Oo<!.  81-1153  riW  l-UMTh  uAfi  .<») 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Science  Advisory  Board 
ISA-FRL  1726-1] 

Ecology  Committee;  Task  Group  on 
Marine  Ecosystem  Monitoring;  Open 
Meeting 

Under  Public  Law  92-463,  Notice  is 
liereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Task 
Group  on  Marine  Ecosystem  Monitoring 
of  the  Ecology  Committee,  Science 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
February  2,  3,  4, 1981  beginning  at  9:00 
a.m..  Hall  of  States  A  Conference  Room, 
Skyline  Inn,  South  Capitol  and  I  Streets, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C. 

This  is  the  third  meeting  of  the  Task 
Group  on  Marine  Ecosystem  Monitoring. 
The  Task  Group  was  established  to 
examine  marine  ecosystem  monitoring 
and  the  utility  of  data  gathered  to  the 
mandates  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA).  The  Agenda 
includes  discussions  on  monitoring 
localities  and  site  selection  criteria  for 
the  designation  of  these  localities, 
parameters  to  be  monitored  and  the 
methods  of  monitoring,  the  model  issue, 
the  handling  of  acquired  data,  and  the 
legal  aspects  of  monitoring.  It  is 
anticipated  that  some  time  will  be 
devoted  to  discussed  of  the  preparation 
of  the  report  and  report  writing. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Because  of  limited  seating  capacity  of 
the  meeting  room,  all  members  of  the 
public  must  register  no  later  than 
January  27, 1981,  and  receive  a 
confirmed  reservation  from  Dr.  J. 
Frances  Allen,  Staff  Officer,  Science 
Advisory  Board,  or  Ms.  Anita  Najera, 
202-472-9444. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Harry  Tom, 

Acting  Staff  Director,  Science  Advisory 
Board. 

IFR  Doc.  81-12.')4  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  «m| 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

IBC  Docket  No.  80-720;  Rle  No.  BRCT-533 
et  al.l 

City  of  New  York,  Municipal 
Broadcasting  System  and  True 
Witness  Ministries,  Inc.;  Applications 

Adopted:  November  6, 1980. 

Released:  November  25, 1980. 

In  re  Applications  of  city  of  New 
York,  Municipal  Broadcasting  Systran; 
(BC  Docket  No.  80-720  File  No.  BRCT- 
533):  For  Renewal  of  License  of  Station 
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WNYC-TV,  New  York,  New  York;  and  . 
True  Witness  Ministries,  Inc.,  New  York, 
New  York;  (BC  Docket  No.  80-721  File 
No.  BPCT-5178);  for  a  construction 
permit. 

By  the  Commission:  Commissioner  Jones 
concurring  and  issuing  a  statement. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  renewal  application  of 
the  City  of  New  York,  Municipal 
Broadcasting  System,  for  television 
station  WNYC-TV,  New  York,  New 
York,  and  the  application  of  True 
Witness  Ministries,  Inc.  (TWM)  for  a 
construction  permit  for  a  television 
station  on  Channel  31  in  New  York  City. 
The  applications  are  mutually  exclusive 
and  must  be  designated  for  a 
comparative  hearing. 

2.  The  TWM  application.  Applicants 
for  new  broadcast  stations  are  required 
by  73.3580(f)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
to  give  local  notice  of  the  filing  of  their 
applications.  They  must  then  file  with 
the  Commission  the  statement  described 
in  73.3580(h)  of  the  Rules.  We  have  no 
evidence  that  TWM  published  the 
required  notice.  To  remedy  this 
deficiency,  TWM  will  be  required  to 
publish  local  notice  of  its  application 
and  to  file  a  statement  of  publication 
with  the  presiding  Administative  Law 
Judge. 

3.  Analysis  of  the  financial 
information  submitted  by  TWM  reveals 
that  $73,450  will  be  required  to  construct 
the  proposed  station  and  operate  for 
three  months,  itemized  as  follows: 


TWM's  costs  reflect  the  fact  that  it 
already  owns  equipment  valued  at 
$105,000,  a  building  and  studio  facilities. 
However,  the  applicant  states  that  the 
rental  price  for  its  proposed  antenna 
and  transmitter  site  on  the  World  Trade 
Center  is  $100  per  month.  TWM  has 
provided  no  documentation  to  verify  this 
amount  and,  based  on  our  experience,  it 
appears  low. 

4.  Moreover,  the  applicant  has  not 
shown  the  availability  of  sufficient 
funds  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  No  loan  or  purchase 
agreements  have  been  submitted  to 
verify  a  $50,000  loan  and  $45,000 
equipment  credit.  Donations  of  $50,000 
are  not  substantiated  by  pledges  and 
balance  sheets  from  the  donors  showing 
their  willingness  and  financial  capacity. 
TWM  proposes  substantial  advertising 
revenues,  but  such  revenues  may  not  be 
relied  upon  to  establish  an  applicant’s 


financial  qualiBcations.  Financial 
Qualifications  Standards,  72  FCC  2d  784 
(1979).  Nor  can  TWM  rely  on  existing 
capital  of  $40,000,  since  the 
“miscellaneous  loans  and  exchanges" 
valued  at  $18,000  are  not  sufficiently 
identiHed  to  show  their  liquidity  and,  at 
any  rate,  its  balance  sheet  shows 
current  liabilities  exceed  current  assets 
by  $76,000.  Additionally,  TWM’s  " 
balance  sheet  was  not  current  when 
submitted  (dated  at  least  within  90  days 
of  the  filing  of  application).  See  FCC 
Form  301,  Part  III,  Paragraph  2(a). 
Financial  issues  will  therefore  be 
specified. 

5.  TWM  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Primer  on 
Ascertainment  of  Community  Problems 
by  Broadcast  Applicants,  27  FCC  2d  650 
(1971).  TWM’s  demographic  information, 
concerning  New  York  and  its  significant 
groups  and  organizations  is  inadequate. 
In  particular,  the  applicant  has  failed  to 
provide  information  on  the  minority, 
racial  or  ethnic  breakdown  of  New  York 
as  well  as  its  economic  and 
govenmental  activities  and  public 
service  organizations.  In  the  absence  of 
sufficient  demographic  information,  it  is 
not  possible  to  determine  whether  TWM 
has  interviewed  leaders  of  all  significant 
groups  in  New  York  City.  See  Questions 
and  Answers  9  and  10  of  the  Primer. 
Moreover,  not  all  of  the  community 
leader  consultations  were  done  by 
principals  or  prospective  management- 
level  employees  of  TWM,  and  it  is 
unclear  how  many  of  the  interviews 
were  conducted  in  person.  See  Question 
and  Answer  11(a)  of  the  Primer.  The 
general  public  survey  was  not 
conducted  by  employees,  prospective 
employees  or  a  professional  survey 
service,  and  the  date  of  the  survey  is  not 
stated.  Ascertainment  must  be 
completed  within  six  months  of  filing 
the  applications.  See  Questions  and 
Answers  11(b)  and  15  of  the  Primer.  In 
addition,  TWM  has  failed  to  comply 
with  the  program  proposal  requirements 
by  not  listing  the  anticipated  time 
segment,  duration  and  frequency  of 
broadcast  of  the  programs  intended  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  community.  See 
Question  and  Answer  29  of  the  Primer. 
Finally,  the  applicant  has  not  made  clear 
whether  it  is  undertaking  to  serve 
communities  outside  New  York  City,  nor 
has  it  detailed  ascertainment  efforts  in 
these  areas.  This  is  especially  relevant 
in  view  of  the  New  Jersey  service 
obligation  of  all  New  York  area  stations, 
including  the  current  licensee.  See  State 
of  New  Jersey  Television  Service,  59 
FCC  2d  1386, 1406  (1976).  In  light  of 
these  serious  deficiencies,  we  are 
unable  to  conclude  that  TWM  has 


substantially  complied  with  the  Primer’s 
requirements  and  a  general 
ascertainment  issue  will  be  specified. 

6.  The  City  of  New  York’s  Renewal 
Application.  Examination  of  the  City  of 
New  York’s  application  indicates  that  it 
is  legally,  financially  and  technically 
qualified  to  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  since  its  proposal  is  mutually 
exclusive  with  that  of  TWM,  both 
applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  specified  below. 

7.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered.  That, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  above-captioned 
applications  are  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding,  to  be  held 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a 
subsequent  Order,  upon  the  following 
issues: 

A.  To  determine  with  respect  to 
TWM: 

(1)  Whether  applicant  has  accurately 
estimated  its  costs  for  antenna  and 
transmitter  site  rental: 

(2)  The  source  and  availability  of 
funds  to  finance  construction  and 
operation  of  its  proposed  station;  and 

(3)  Whether,  in  light  of  the  evidence 
adduced  pursuant  to  (1)  and  (2)  above. 
TWM  is  financially  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  the  proposed 
station. 

B.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
TWM  to  ascertain  the  problems,  needs 
and  interests  of  the  area  to  be  served 
and  the  means  by  which  the  applicant 
proposes  to  meet  those  problems,  needs 
and  interests. 

C.  To  determine  which  of  the 
proposals  would,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  better  serve  the  public  interest. 

D.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issues,  whichxof  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That.  TWM 
shall  publish  local  notice  of  its 
application  and  shall  file  a  statement  of 
publication  with  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  within  40 
days  after  this  Order  is  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein  shall, 
pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing 
of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission 
in  triplicate  a  written  appearance  stating 
an  intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  to  present  evidence 
on  the  issues  specified  in  this  Order. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
applicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to 


Equipment . S41,000 

Legal  Costs . . . -  ...  3,000 

Engineering  and  Installation  Costs .  2.000 

Operating  Costs _ 27,450 


Total . . . . . .  $73,450 


3274 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


Section  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1J)34,  as  amended,  and  Section 
73.3594  o  ’  the  Commission’s  Rules,  give 
local  notice  of  the  hearing  (either 
individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  Rules,  jointly)  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
such  Rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
Commission  of  the  publication  of  such 
notice  as  required  by  Section  73.3594(g) 
of  the  Rules. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  send, 
by  Certified  Mail,  Return  Receipt 
Requested,  a  copy  of  this  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order  to  each  of  the  parties 
named  herein. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. ' 
WilKam  ).  Tricarico, 

Sflcretary. 

Concurring  Statement  of  Commissioner 
Anne  P.  Jones  in  Which  Commissioner 
Abbott  Washburn  Joins 

In  Re:  Application  for  Renewal  of  WNYCr 
rV,  New  York,  Designated  for  Hearing  with 
Competing  Applicatioa. 

November  14, 1980. 

I  concur  in  the  decision  to  designate 
these  applications  for  hearing  only 
because  I  am  advised  that  TWM’s 
application  meets  our  normal  standards 
for  acceptance  as  “substantially 
complete.”  I  suggest,  however,  that  it 
may  be  time  to  re-examine  those 
standards. 

As  noted  in  paragraph  6  of  our 
Memorandum  and  Order,  examination 
of  the  City  of  New  York’s  application 
indicates  that  it  is  fully  qualified  to 
operate  as  proposed.  Its  renewal 
application  could  therefore  be  granted 
routinely  were  it  not  for  the  competing 
application  filed  by  True  W’itness 
Ministries.  It  is  not,  on  the  other  hand, 
possible  to  determine  from  TWM's 
application  whether  it  is  qualified  to 
operate  as  it  proposes.  It  appears  that 
TWM  may  have  grossly  underestimated 
its  costs  for  antenna  and  transmitter  site 
rental,  and  it  has  failed  to  document 
adequate  financial  ability  to  operate  as 
proposed.  Presumably,  the  initial  stage 
of  the  hearing  will  concentrate  on 
determining  whether  TWM  is  a  credible 
application,  because  if  it  is  not  there  is 
no  justification  for  imposing  on  the  City 
of  New  York  the  cost  of  participation  in 
this  hearing. 

The  fact  that  WNYC-TV  is  a 
noncommercial  station  brings  into  shai-p 
relief  the  question  whether  an 
application  should  be  subjected  to  the 
cost  of  a  comparative  hearing  by  the 
filing  of  an  obviously  defective 
competing  application.  The  recent 


'See  attached  statement  of  Coainn8si<>r»M  |on(!S. 


financial  problems  of  the  City  of  New 
York  are  well  known,  and  it  is  no  secret 
that  many  other  noncommercial 
licensees  must  struggle  to  meet  their 
financial  requirements.  I  cannot  see  how 
it  serves  the  public  interest  to  permit  the 
filing  of  a  clearly  inadequate  competing 
application  to  subject  such  licensees  to 
the  cost  and  aggravation  of  a 
comparative  hearing. 

I  therefore  suggest  that  we  develop  an 
intermediate  step  in  comparative 
hearings.  An  application  as  deficient  as 
this  should  be  disqualified — or  amended 
to  complete  any  deficiencies — before 
comparative  hearings  begin.  Certainly 
such  an  intermediate  step  should  be 
required  before  dragging  a 
noncommercial  licensee  through  the  cost 
of  a  hearing — and  such  a  step  should  be 
considered  for  commercial  applications 
as  well.  As  an  initial  step  in  this 
direction,  I  propose  that  we  give  serious 
consideration  to  careful  delineation  of 
mininal  standards  for  acceptance  for 
filing,  with  more  refined  processing 
guidelines  prior  to  inception  of 
comparative  hearings  with  their  great 
expense  to  applicants,  incumbent 
licensees,  and  this  ComnoissioB. 

|rR  Doc.  81-1226  Filed  1-13-81:  »45  aRi| 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-U 


Common  Carrier  Action  AT&T  Filing 
for  Revised  Depreciation  Rates  for 
Terminal  Equipment 

On  September  22, 1980,  the  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company,  in 
behalf  of  the  Operating  Telephone 
Companies  and  the  Long  Line 
Department  (Companies),  filed  for 
proposed  changes  in  depreciation  rates 
for  Accounts  231,  Station  Apparatus, 
and  234,  Large  Private  Branch  Exchange. 
In  the  filing  AT&T  proposes  to  (1)  reduce 
service  lives  below  those  underlying 
currently  prescribed  depreciation  rates; 

(2)  allocate  portions  of  the  overall  book 
reserve  (Account  171)  to  accounts 
corresponding  with  Accounts  231  and 
234;  and  (3)  calculate  depreciation  rates 
on  a  remaining  life  basis  effective 
january  1, 1981. 

AT&T  slates  that  recent  technological 
developments,  changes  in  customer 
needs  and  demands,  and  competitive 
activities  necessitate  reduction  in 
average  services  lives  below  those 
currently  prescribed.  Further,  they 
contend  that  the  continued  use  of  the 
straight  line  whole  life  depreciation 
procedure  will  result  in  a  substantial 
shortfall  in  capital  recovery  for  terminal 
equipment.  As  a  result,  they  propose  the 
use  of  the  remaining  life  depreciation 
procedure  to  enable  them  to  depreciate 
the  unrecovered  investment  in  terminal 


equipment  over  its  life.  AT&Ts 
proposal,  if  accepted,  would  result  in  a 
significant  increase  in  revenue 
requirements  during  the  next  few  years. 
For  1981  alone,  this  proposal  would 
increase  the  operating  companies’ 
overall  depreciation  accruals  by  over 
$470  million. 

In  FCC  Docket  No.  20188,  released 
December  5, 1980,  the  Commission 
determined  that  corrective  measures 
were  necessary  in  order  to  match  the 
recovery  of  the  costs  of  existing  assets 
with  their  service  lives.  The  staff  was 
directed  to  develop  remaining-life  rates 
for  existing  plant  investment's. 
Recognizing,  however,  that  some 
companies  do  not  maintain  book 
reserves  in  sufficient  detail  to  calculate 
such  rates,  the  Commission  directed  the  , 
staff  first  to  determine  the  most 
reasonable  allocation  of  their  current 
book  reserves  to  plant  categories.  In  a 
separate  action  the  staff  will  determine 
the  most  appropriate  allocation  of  the 
depreciation  reserves  by  plant  category. 
To  undertake  here  either  to  allocate  a 
portion  of  the  book  reserve  to  accotmte 
231  and  234  or  to  calculate  depreciation 
rates  for  equipment  in  these  accounts  on 
a  remaining  life  basis  would  intefere 
with  that  action  because  it  would  split 
into  two  proceedings  our  consideration 
of  the  appropriate  amount  of  the  reserve 
to  be  allocated  to  each  category  of  aseeL 
For  this  reason  we  shall  consider  here 
only  the  first  issue  raised  by  AT&T:  the 
proposed  reduction  of  terminal 
equipment  service  lives. 

To  assist  us  in  our  investigation,  we 
are  requesting  comments  concerning  the 
proposal  to  revise  depreciation  rates.  It 
would  be  helpful  if  those  commenting 
would  address  the  following  issues; 

(1)  The  Companies;  future  life  estimates. 

(2)  The  product  life  cycle  approach  which  the 
Companies  have  used  to  estimate  futun; 
lives. 

(3)  The  Companies'  future  net  salvage 
estimates. 

(4)  The  studies  and  detail  in  support  of  the 
Companies'  future  estimates,  both  life  and 
salvage. 

|5)  rhe  effective  dates  for  the  implementation 
of  the  proposed  rates. 

This  filing  will  be  coordinated  with 
implementation  efforts  related  to  the 
Second  Computer  Inquiry,  FCC  Docket 
#20828. 

On  December  19, 1980,  we  requested 
additional  retirement  and  salvage  data 
as  well  as  life  indications  for  each  of  the 
companies.  AT&T  response  to  our 
request  is  due  by  January  31, 1981. 
Copies  of  the  filing  and  supporting  data 
and  studies  as  well  as  their  response  to 
our  data  request  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  in  room  535. 
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Interested  persons  may  file  comments 
regarding  these  filings  by  March  2, 1981. 
Reply  comments  are  due  by  April  1, 

1961. 

Questions  regarding  this  matter 
should  be  brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr. 
Kenneth  P.  Moran,  Chief,  Depreciation 
Rates  Branch,  (202)  632-6956. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  et-1225  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  amj 
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(CC  Docket  No.  80-339  et  al.1 

nr  World  Communications,  Inc.  et  al; 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Adopted:  December  16, 1980; 

Released:  December  22. 1980. 

In  the  Matter  of  ITT  World 
Communications,  Inc.  (CC  Docket  No. 
60-339);  RCA  Global  Communications, 
Inc.  (Transmittal  Nos.  258,  2259,  2260, 
2280);  TRT  Telecommunications 
Corporation  (Transmittal  Nos.  4610, 

4611,  4613,  4614,  4615,  4616,  4636); 
Western  Union  International,  Inc. 
(Transmittal  Nos.  909,  910,  911)  Western 
Union  International  Caribbean,  Inc, 
(Transmittal  No.  224)  FTC 
Communications,  Inc.  (Transmittal  Nos. 
69, 77)  Revisions  to  tariffs  for 
establishing  separate  charges  for 
terminals,  tielines,  and  transmission 
o^ered  in  connection  with  international 
telex  service  and  implementing 
expanded  gateways  and  additional 
domestic  operating  areas  for 
international  telecommunications 
service. 

By  the  Deputy  Chief,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau 

1.  Before  the  Bureau  are  several 
procedural  motions.  Western  Union 
International,  Inc.  and  Western  Union 
International  Caribbean,  Inc. 
(collectively,  WUI)  request  an  extension 
from  December  8,  to  December  10, 1980 
in  which  to  tile  their  direct  cases  in 
Docket  No.  80-339.  FTC 
Communications,  Inc.  asks  that  the  filing 
of  its  direct  case  be  postponed  until  mid 
January,  1981.  In  addition,  TRT 
Telecommunications  Corporation  moves 
that  the  Commission  accept  as  timely  its 
direct  case  tiled  on  December  10, 1980. 

2.  In  their  requests,  WUI  and  TRT 
each  explain  that  the  extra  two  days 
have  been  required  to  properly  collate 
and  reproduce  the  preferred  material. 
FFTC’s  problem  is  somewhat  different. 
This  carrier  explains  that  the  only 
person  available  to  oversee  the 
preparation  of  its  direct  case  is  the 
company  treasurer,  and  that  he  also  has 
a  number  of  other  responsibilities.  It 


adds  that  the  task  of  providing  the 
information  has  proven  greater  than 
expected. 

3.  We  find  that  a  grant  of  an 
additional  two  days’  time  to  WUI  and  a 
late  acceptance  of  TRT’s  tiling  will  not 
signiticantly  delay  the  outcome  of  the 
proceeding,  and  is  thus  not  contrary  to 
the  public  interest.  In  the  case  of  FTCC, 
we  recognize  that  the  situation  is 
somewhat  unique.  Initially,  FTCC  has 
had  to  obtain  from  France  much  of  the 
data  necessary  to  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  designation  order. 
Additionally,  because  of  its  small  size, 
FTCC  has  had  to  compile  the 
information  by  hand  rather  than 
computer.  The  process  has  proven 
signiticantly  more  time  consuming  than 
anticipated.  In  view  of  the  above,  we 
find  that  a  grant  to  FTCC  of  the 
requested  extension  of  time  would  not 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

4.  Accordingly,  It  is  ordered,  pursuant 
to  authority  delegated  in  Section  0.291  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  47  CFR  §  0.291, 
that  the  requests  for  an  extension  of 
time  filed  by  Western  Union 
International,  Inc.  and  FTC 
Communications,  Inc.  are  granted. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the  direct 
case  tiled  by  TRT  Telecommunications 
Corporation  is  accepted  for  tiling. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  FTC 
Communications,  Inc.  shall  submit  its 
direct  case  on  or  before  January  16. 

1981. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  this  Order 
shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Thomas  ).  Casey, 

Deputy  Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

(re  Doc.  81-1227  Filed  1-13-81;  8.45  ami 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  &e  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  da  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

W'ith  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 


benetits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  etiects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  or  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suftice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
request  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston 
(Richard  E.  Randall ,  Vice  President)  30 
Pearl  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02106: 

1.  INDUSTRIAL  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island  (tinancing  activities;  Oklahoma): 
to  engage  through  its  indirect  subsidiary. 
Kensington  Mortgage  and  Finance  Corp.. 
in  the  origination  and  sale  of  loans  for 
the  purchase  of  mobile  homes  and 
servicing  of  mobile  home  loans.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from 
existing  office  in  Dallas,  Texas, 
servicing  the  State  of  Oklahoma. 
Comments  on  this  application  must  be 
received  bv  January  27. 1981. 

2.  OLD  STONE  CORPORATATION. 
Providence,  Rhode  Island  (insurance 
activities:  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
and  Ohio):  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary.  American  Standard 
Insurance  Agency,  in  the  sale  of 
casualty  insurance  for  the  protection  of 
property  mortgaged  in  connection  with 
extensions  of  credit  made  or  brokered 
by  certain  affiliated  bank  holding 
company  subsidiaries.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  existing 
offices  of  certain  of  Old  Stone 
Corporations  subsidiaries:  DAC 
Corporation  of  Alabama,  Mobile;  DAC 
Corporation  of  Florida,  Bradenton, 
Clearwater,  Daytona  Beach,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Jacksonville,  Lakeland, 
Melbourne,  Ocala.  Orlando,  Pensacola. 
Tallahassee,  Tampa,  and  West  Palm 
Beach;  Unimortgage  Corporation  of 
Ohio.  Columbus,  and  from  a  proposed 
office  of  Unimortgage  Corporation  of 
Ohio  in  Cincinnati.  Comments  on  this 
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application  must  be  received  by 
February  9, 1981. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

BARCLAYS  BANK  LIMITED  and  its 
subsidiary,  BARCLAYS  BANK 
INTERNATIONAL  UMITED,  London, 
England  (commercial  finance — 
northeastern  United  States):  to  engage 
through  their  subsidiary, 
BarclaysAmerican/Business  Credit,  Inc., 
In  commercial  finance,  i.e.,  making 
secured  loans  to  small  and  medium 
sized  businesses.  This  activity  would  be 
conducted  from  offices  in  Princeton, 

New  Jersey,  New  York,  New  York  and 
Melville  (Long  Island),  New  York,  each 
such  office  serving  customers  in  the 
state  in  which  such  office  is  located  and 
surrounding  regions. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleveland 
(Harry  W.  Hunning,  Vice  President)  1455 
East  Sixth  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44101: 

1.  MELLON  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  (mortgage  banking  and 
insurance  activities;  Texas):  to  engage 
through  its  subsidiary,  Carruth  Mortgage 
Corporation,  in  mortgage  banking 
activities,'  including  acting  as  insurance 
agent  with  respect  to  the  sale  of  Credit 
Life  Insurance  and/or  mortgage 
redemption  insurance.  These  activities 
will  be  conducted  from  an  office  located 
in  Angleton,  Texas,  serving  Brazoria 
County,  Texas. 

2.  AMERICAN  BANCORPORATION, 
Marietta,  Ohio  (leasing  activities;  Ohio): 
to  engage  through  its  subsidiary, 
American  Bancleasing,  Inc.,  in  general 
leasing  activities,  acquiring  leases  for  its 
own  account  and  the  account  of  others, 
and  servicing  such  leases  for  applicant’s 
affiliate  banks,  as  well  as  for  others. 
.These  activities  w’ould  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Marietta,  Ohio,  serving 
the  Ohio  counties  in  which  applicant's 
subsidiary  banks  are  located  and 
contiguous  counties  in  Ohio.  Comments 
on  this  application  must  be  received  by 
January  28, 1981. 

D.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Robert  E.  Heck,  Vice  President)  104 
Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30303: 

FIRST  RAILROAD  &  BANKING 
COMPANY  OF  GEORGIA,  Augusta, 
Georgia  (consumer  finance  and 
insurance  activities):  through  its  wholly 
owned  finance  subsidiary  CMC  Group, 
Inc.,  Charlottee,  North  Carolina,  to 
engage  do  novo  in  the  following 
activities:  make  consumer  installment 
loans  secured  by  note,  household  goods, 
and  first  or  second  mortgages  on  real 
estate  up  to  $15,000,  to  purchase 
installment  sales  contracts  up  to  $1,500, 


to  underwrite  credit  life  and  accident 
and  health  insurance;  and  to  sell  as 
agent  property  insurance  in  connection 
with  its  loan  and  installment  sales 
contracts.  In  conjunction  with  this  de 
novo  entry  CMC  would  acquire  certain 
assets  of  Confidential  Loan  and  Finance 
Corporation,  Whiteville,  North  Carolina. 
Such  activities  will  be  conducted  at  a 
location  to  be  selected  in  Whiteville, 
North  Carolina,  covering  a  service  area 
encompassing  Columbus  Coimty. 
Comments  on  this  application  must  be 
received  by  January  23, 1981. 

E.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 
(Delmer  P.  Weisz,  Vice  President)  411 
Locust  Street,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63166: 

UNION  PLANTERS  CORPORATION, 
Memphis,  Tennessee  (management 
consulting  activities;  continental  United 
States):  to  engage  through  its  subsidiary. 
Union  Planters  Risk  Management 
Company,  in  providing  to  nonaffiliated 
banks  management  consulting  services 
consisting  primarily  of  advice 
concerning:  the  filing,  documentation, 
and  prosectuion  of  claims  against 
insurance  companies,  particularly 
regarding  claims  involving  fidelity 
bonds  (excluding  legal  advice),  and  the 
identification  and  resolution  of  the 
customer’s  exposure  to  risk.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Memphis,  Tennessee,  serving 
the  continental  United  States. 

Comments  on  this  application  must  be 
received  by  January  27, 1981. 

F.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (Thomas  M.  Hoenig,  Assistant  Vice 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64198: 

1.  HYDRO  BANCSHARES,  INC., 
Hydro,  Oklahoma,  (acquiring  loans; 
Oklahoma):  to  engage  in  the  activity  of 
obtaining  loans  from  an  unrelated 
banking  institution.  This  activity  would 
be  conducted  from  an  office  in  Hydro, 
Oklahoma,  serving  the  State  of 
Oklahoma. 

2.  UNITED  MISSOURI 
BANCSHARES,  INC.,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  (mortgage  banking  activities; 
Missouri):  to  enagage  through  its 
subsidiary.  United  Missouri  Mortgage 
Company,  in  mortgage  banking 
activities.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in  Ferguson, 
Missouri,  serving  St.  Charles  County, 
Missouri. 

G.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

U.S.  BANCORP,  Portland,  Oregon 
(lending  thrift  company,  and  credit 
insurance  activities;  Utah):  to  engage, 
through  its  indirect  subsidiary.  State 
Finance  and  Thrift  Company,  Inc.,  in 
making,  acquiring,  and  servicing  loans 


and  other  extensions  of  credit,  either 
secured  or  unsecured,  for  its  own 
account  or  the  account  of  others, 
including,  but  not  limited  to, 
commercial,  rediscount,  and  installment 
sales  contracts;  to  issue  thrift 
certificates  and  passbooks;  and  to  act  as 
insurance  agent  with  regard  to  credit  life 
and  disability  insurance  solely  in 
connection  with  its  extensions  of  credit. 
These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in 
Orem  and  American  Fork,  Utah,  serving 
Utah  County,  Utah. 

H.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  af  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1203  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
De  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
section  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(1)),  for 
permission  to  engage  de  novo  (or 
continue  to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier 
commenced  de  novo),  directly  or 
indirectly,  solely  in  the  activities 
indicated,  which  have  been  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
"reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
conunenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearing  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
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writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
February  9, 1981. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  vice  president).  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York.  New  York 
10045: 

1.  CITICORP.  New  York.  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  insurance 
activities;  California):  to  relocate  an 
existing  office  of  its  indirect  subsidiary, 
Citicorp  Person-to-Person  Financial 
Center,  Inc.,  from  College  Grove  Center, 
229A  the  Mall,  San  Diego,  California 
92115  to  a  new  location  at  362  West 
Mission  Avenue,  Suite  104,  Escondido, 
California  92025.  The  following 
previously  approved  activities  will  be 
conducted  at  the  new  location; 
purchasing  for  its  own  account  and 
servicing  sales  finance  contracts;  the 
sale  of  credit  related  life  and  accident 
and  health  or  decreasing  or  level  (in  the 
case  of  single  payment  loans)  term  life 
insurance  by  licensed  agents  or  brokers, 
as  required;  making  or  acquiring  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit,  secured 
or  unsecured,  for  consumer  and  other 
purposes;  the  extension  of  loans  to 
dealers  for  the  financing  of  inventory 
(floor  planning]  and  working  capital 
purposes;  the  sale  of  credit  related 
property  and  casualty  insurance 
protecting  real  and  personal  property 
subject  to  a  security  agreement  with 
Citicorp  Person-to-Person  Financial 
Center,  Inc.,  and  to  the  extent 
permissible  under  applicable  state 
insurance  laws  and  regulations.  The 
new  location  will  serve  the  counties  of 
Riverside.  Orange.  San  Diego  and 
Imperial.  Credit  related  life,  accident, 
and  health  insurance  may  be  written  by 
Family  Guardian  Life  Insurance 
Company,  an  affiliate  of  Citicorp 
Person-to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc. 

2.  CITICORP,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  insurance 
activities;  California):  to  engage  through 
its  indirect  subsidiary,  Citicorp  Person- 
to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc.,  in 
conducting  the  following  activities: 
purchasing  for  its  own  account  and 
servicing  sales  finance  contracts;  the 
sale  of  credit  related  life  and  accident 
and  health  or  decreasing  or  level  (in  the 
case  of  single  payment  loans]  term  life 
insurance  by  licehsed  agents  or  brokers, 
as  required;  making  or  acquiring  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit,  secured 
or  unsecured,  for  consumer  and  other 
purposes;  and  the  extension  of  loans  to 
dealers  for  the  financing  of  inventory 
(floor  planning)  and  working  capital 
purposes.  Credit  related  life,  accident, 
and  health  insurance  may  be  written  by 
Family  Guardian  Life  Insurance 
Company,  an  affiliate  of  Citicorp 


Person-to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc. 
These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  a  de  novo  office  in  Walnut  Creek, 
California,  serving  Contra  Costa  and 
Alameda  counties. 

3.  BARCLAYS  BAJ^K  UMITED, 
BARCLAYS  BANK  INTERNATIONAL 
LIMITED.  London,  England  (lease 
financing  activities;  North  Carolina. 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia):  to  engage, 
through  their  subsidiary  Barclays 
American/Leasing,  Inc.,  in  lease 
financing  of  personal  property  by  means 
of  leases  that  meet  the  standards  of 
section  225.4(a)(6)  of  Regulation  Y. 

These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Greensboro,  North 
Carolina,  serving  the  eastern  part  of 
North  Carolina  and  the  states  of 
Vi^nia  and  West  Virginia.  The 
application  is  for  the  relocation  of 
activities  for  which  prior  approval  has 
been  granted. 

4.  CmCORP,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  insurance 
activities;  Oklahoma):  to  relocate  an 
existing  office  o|  its  indirect  subsidiary. 
Citicorp  Person-to-Person  Financial 
Center,  Inc.,  from  5310  East  31st  Street. 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74135  to  6733  South 
Yale,  Tulsa.  Oklahoma  74136.  The 
following  activities  will  continue  to  be 
conducted  in  the  previously  approved 
service  area:  purchasing  for  its  own 
account  and  servicing  sales  finance 
contracts;  the  sale  of  credit  related  life 
and  accident  and  health  or  decreasing 
or  level  (in  the  case  of  single  payment 
loans]  term  life  insurance  by  licensed 
agents  or  brokers,  as  required;  making 
or  acquiring  loans  and  other  extensions 
of  credit,  secured  or  imsecured,  for 
consumer  and  other  purposes;  the 
extension  of  loans  to  dealers  for  the 
financing  of  inventory  (floor  planning] 
and  working  capital  purposes;  the  sale 
of  credit  related  property  and  casualty 
insurance  protecting  real  and  personal 
proprty  subject  to  a  security  agreement 
with  Citicorp  Person-to-Person  Financial 
Center,  Inc.,  and  to  the  extent 
permissible  under  applicable  state 
insurance  laws  and  regulations.  Credit 
related  life,  accident,  and  health 
insurance  may  be  written  by  Family 
Guardian  Life  Insurance  Company,  an 
affiliate  of  Citicorp  Person-to-Person 
Financial  Center,  Inc. 

5.  CITICORP.  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  insurance 
activities;  Oklahoma):  to  expand  the 
activities  of  an  existing  office  of  its 
indirect  subsidiary,  Citicorp  Person-to- 
Person  Financial  Center,  Inc.,  to  include 
the  sale  of  credit  related  property  and 
casualty  insurance  protecting  real  and 
personal  property  subject  to  a  security 
agreement  with  Citicorp  Person-to- 


Person  Financial  Center,  Inc.,  and  to  the 
extent  permissible  under  applicable 
state  insurance  laws  and  relations. 
The  new  activity  would  be  conducted  in 
the  previously  approved  service  area 
comprised  of  the  entire  state  of 
Oklahoma.  The  following  previously 
approved  activites  will  continue  to  be 
conducted  at  the  office:  the  purchasing 
for  its  own  account  and  servicing  sales 
finance  contracts;  the  sale  of  credit 
related  life  and  accident  and  health, 
decreasing  or  level  (in  the  case  of  single 
payment  loans]  term  life  insurance  by 
licensed  agents  or  brokers,  as  required; 
and  the  making  of  loans  to  individuals 
and  businesses  secured  by  real  and 
personal  property,  the  proceeds  of 
which  may  be  for  purposes  other  than 
person,  family  or  household  usage;  and 
the  extension  of  loans  to  dealers  for  the 
financing  of  inventory  (floor  planning) 
and  working  capital  purposes.  Credit 
related  life,  accident,  and  health 
insurance  may  be  written  by  Family 
Guardian  Life  Insurance  Company,  an 
affiliate  of  Citicorp  Person-to-Person. 
Inc. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  7, 1981. 

Jefierson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1204  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  aaij 
BtLUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Banc  One  Corporation;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Banc  One  Corporation,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3]]  to  acquire  at  least  66%  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  the 
successor  by  merger  to  Lake  National 
Bank,  Painesville,  Ohio.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank  to  be  received  not  later  than 
January  29, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 


3278 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1205  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Cass  County  State  Co.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Cass  County  State  Company, 
Plattsmouth,  Nebraska,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  97 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  Cass  County  State  Bank, 
Plattsmouth,  Nebraska.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Due.  81-1206  FiUd  1-13-81;  8:4$  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-81-M 


First  Bancorp,  Inc.;  Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Corsicana,  Texas, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  51  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Greenville 
Baneshares,  Inc.,  Greenville,  Texas,  and 
thereby  acquire  indirect  control  of  First 
Greenville  National  Bank,  Greenville, 
Texas.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(cJ  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Baidc  to  be 
received  not  later  than  Pebmary  4. 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 


statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1207  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  National  Financial  Corp.  of 
Martinsville;  Formation  of  Bank 
Hoiding  Company 

First  National  Financial  Corp.  of 
Martinsville,  Martinsville,  Indiana,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  88.57  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  First  National  Bank, 
Martinsville,  Martinsville,  Indiana.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

"The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  3, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  7, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

|FR  Doc.  81-1208  Filed  1-13-81;  ft45  an) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-«1-M 


The  Fischer  Corp.;  Acquisition  of  Bank 

’The  Fischer  Corporation,  Lewiston, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  98  percent  or  more 
of  the  voting  shares  of  First  State  Bank 
of  Wykoff,  Wykoff,  Minnesota.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  Section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  l^c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 


comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank  to  be  received  not  later  than 
Febraury  6, 1981. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1209  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Grant  County  State  Baneshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Hoiding  Company 

Grant  County  State  Baneshares,  Inc., 
Swayzee,  Indiana,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  section  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Grant  County  State  Bank,  Swayzee, 
Indiana.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  4, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  tnat 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc  81-1210  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  iun) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-ei-M 


Merchants  Financial  Corp.;  Formafion 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Merchants  Financial  Corporation, 
Dallas,  Texas,  has  applied  for  ths 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(aXl)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(aXl))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80  pm 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Merchants  State  Bank,  Dallas,  Texas. 
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The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  file  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Uoc.  81-1211  Filed  1-13-Bl:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Merchants  International  Bank; 
Corporation  To  Do  Business  Under 
Section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act 

An  application  has  been  submitted  for 
the  Board’s  approval  of  the  organization 
of  a  corporation  to  do  business  under 
section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
(“Edge  Corporation”),  to  be  known  as 
Merchants  International  Bank,  Miami. 
Florida.  Merchants  International  Bank, 
Miami,  Florida,  would  operate  as  a 
subsidiary  of  Merchants  National  Bank 
&  Trust  Company,  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
§  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  §  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  washing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserv^e 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifmally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  6, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Due.  81-1212  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


National  Bank  of  Canada;  Proposed 
Retention  of  Laurentide  Financial 
Corp.,  Ltd.  and  Laurentide  Financial 
Realty  Corp. 

National  Bank  of  Canada,  Montreal, 
Quebec,  Canada,  has  applied,  pursuant 
to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  §  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
retain  voting  shares  of  Laurentide 
Financial  Corporation,  Ltd.,  Vancouver, 
British  Columbia,  Canada,  and  its 
subsidiary,  Laurentide  Financial  Realty 
Corporation  (Western)  Ltd.,  Vancouver, 
British  Columbia. 

Applicant  states  that  the  subsidiaries 
would  engage  in  the  activities  of  making 
or  acquiring  loans  and  other  extensions 
of  credit  seciu^d  by  interests  in  real 
property.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  an  office  of  Applicant’s 
indirect  subsidiary  in  Seattle, 
Washington,  and  the  geographic  area  to 
be  served  is  the  State  of  Washington. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by 
the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y 
as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
w'ould  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 


System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  January  30, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  December  31, 1980. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FK  Uoc.  81-1213  Filed  1-3-81:  8:45  iim| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Southern  Bancorp.,  Inc.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Assets  of  Family 
Financial  Services,  Inc. 

Southern  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Greenville,  South  CaroKna,  has  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Boaid’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire 
indirectly  through  its  subsidiary.  World 
Acceptance  Corporation,  all  of  the 
assets  of  Family  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
Fort  Valley,  Georgia. 

Applicant  states  that  the  subsidiary 
would  engage  in  the  activities  of  making 
direct  loans  to  individuals,  and  acting  as 
agent  for  the  sale  of  credit  life  and 
accident  insurance  and  credit  property 
insurance  directly  related  to  extensions 
of  credit  by  the  subsidiary.  These 
activities  would  be  performed  from 
offices  of  Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Fort 
Valley,  Georgia,  and  the  geographic  area 
to  be  served  includes  the  town  of  Fort 
Valley  and  the  immediate  surrounding 
area.  Such  activities  have  been  specified 
by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond. 


3280 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  January  30, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  December  31, 1980. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretry  of  the  Board. 

|KR  Doc.  81-1214  Filed  1-13-81;  8:46  dml 
BILLING  CODE  S210-01-M 


First  Guthrie  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  8.1  Percent  of  the 
Voting  Shares  of  First  Union 
Corporation,  Stillwater,  Oklahoma 

First  Guthrie  Bancshares,  Inc., 

Guthrie,  Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  8.1  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  First  Union 
Corporation,  Stillwater,  Oklahoma,  and 
thereby  of  its  subsidiary.  First  Nations 
Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  3, 1981, 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suHice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  oj  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  9, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Dot.  81-1317  Filed  1-13-81, 8;4.’>  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Deposit  Guaranty  Corp.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Assets  of  Mid-State 
Mortgage  Company 

Deposit  Guaranty  Corp.,  )ackson, 
Mississippi,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to 
acquire  assets  of  Mid-State  Mortgage 
Company,  Jackson,  Mississippi. 

Applicant  states  that  its  subsidiary. 
Deposit  Guaranty  Mortgage  Company, 
would  continue  to  engage  in  the  activity 
of  servicing  loans  and  other  extensions 


of  credit  by  the  purchase  of  the  servicing 
portfolio  of  permanent  loans  of  Mid- 
State  Mortgage  Company;  and  would 
acquire  stock  of  the  Federal  National 
Mortgage  Association  held  by  Mid-State 
Mortgage  Company.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Jackson, 
Mississippi,  and  the  geographic  area  to 
be  served  is  the  State  of  Mississippi. 
Such  activities  have  been  specified  by 
the  Board  §  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  su^ice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  W’ould  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

■The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 

Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  3, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  9, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1313  Filed  1-13-81;  8:46  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Bancorp  of  War,  Inc.,  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company,  Correction 

This  notice  corrects  a  previous 
Federal  Register  document  (FR  Doc.  80- 
40733)  published  at  page  158  of  the  issue 
for  January  2, 1981.  The  name  of  the  city 
in  the  first  line  is  corrected  so  that  the 
first  sentence  reads  of  follows: 

First  Bancorp  of  War,  Inc.  Welch, 

West  Virginia,  has  applied  for  the  . 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842  (a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  85.2  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  The 
Bank  of  War,  War,  West  Virginia. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  7, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1315  Filed  1-13-81;  8.48  ttm) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  National  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  National  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Little 
Rock,  Arkansas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100  per 
cent  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
merger  to  the  The  First  National  Bank  in 
Little  Rock,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  cw 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  February  6, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  ieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  jM’esented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  8, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFlt  Doc.  81-1.318  Filed  1-13-81;  8:46  dis| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Finlayson  Bancshares,  Inc4  Formatloiin 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Finlayson  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Finlayson, 
Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842  (a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  97.2  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  First  State  Bank  of 
Finlayson,  Finlayson,  Minnesota.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842  (c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than 
February  6, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an 
application  that  requests  a  hearing  must 
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include  a  statement  of  why  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of 
a  hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute  and 
summarizing  the  evidence  that  would  be 
presented  at  a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  9, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1314  Filed  1-13-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M  ' 

Gulf  Coast  Bancshares,  Inc.; 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Gulf  Coast  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Alvin, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842  (a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  ( less  directors’ 
qualifying  shares)  of  First  National  Bank 
of  Alvin,  Alvin,  Texas.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842  (c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment, on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors'of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  8, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  81-1319  Filed  1-13-61:  8:45  um| 

BiLUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 

lowa-Grant  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

lowa-Grant  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Cobb, 
Wisconsin,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Cobb  State 
Bank,  Cobb,  Wisconsin.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 


Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  8, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

{FR  Doa  81-1320  Filed  1-13-81: 6:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 

Middle  Georgia  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Middle  Georgia  Corporation,  Ellaville, 
Georgia,  has  applied  for 'the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
lB42(a)(l))  to  become  a  bonk  holding 
company  by  acquiring  99.39  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of  Ellaville, 
Ellaville,  Georgia.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  6, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  January  8, 1981. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

pre  Doc.  81-1321  Piled  1-13-81:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-ei-M 


First  Guthrie  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Proposed  Acquisition  of  8.1  Percent  of 
the  Voting  Shares  of  First  Union 
Corporation,  StiHwater,  Oklahoma 

First  Guthrie  Bancshares,  Inc., 

Guthrie,  Oklahoma,  has  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843 
(c)(8))  and  225.4(b)(2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)).  for 
permissin  to  acquire  8.1  percent  of  the 


voting  shares  of  First  Union  Corporation 
(“First  Union”)  and  thereby  of  its 
subsidiaries.  First  Union  Financial 
Services,  Inc.  (“Services”),  and 
(indirectly)  through  First  Union 
Company,  a  Massachusetts  business 
trust]  of  First  Union  Insurance  Agency, 
Inc.  (“Agency”),  both  in  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma. 

Applicant  states  that  the  subsidiaries 
of  First  Union  would  continue  to  engage 
in  the  activities  of  a  finance  company, 
making  auto,  consumer,  tuition  and 
mortgage  loans  (“Services”)  and  of  an 
insurance  agent  or  broker  (“Agency”) 
for  credit  life,  accident,  and  health 
insurance  directly  related  to  extensions 
of  credit  by  First  Union’s  subsidiaries. 
Services,  and  the  First  National  Bank 
and  Trust  Company,  Stillwater, 
Oklahoma.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  offices  located  in 
Stillwater,  Oklahoma  and  the 
geographic  area  to  be  served  is  the  City 
of  Stillwater,  Oklahoma.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City. 

Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  February  3, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  Janij^ry  9, 1961. 

Jefferson  A.  Walker, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doo.  61-1316  FSed  1-13-61;  8:4.';  «ml 
BILLING  CODE  6210-61-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

National  Institutes  of  Health 

Advisory  Committees;  Establishment 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776),  the  National 
Institutes  of  Health  announces  the 
establishment  of  the  following 
committees  by  the  Secretary, 

Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services. 

Behavioral  Medicine  Study  Section. 
This  committee  shall  advise  the 
Secretary,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  and  the  Director,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  regarding 
applications  and  proposals  for  grants-in- 
aid  for  research  projects  and  for  grants 
and  awards  for  research  and  training 
activities  relating  to  various  aspects  of 
behavioral  medicine. 

Bio-Organic  and  Natural  Products 
Chemistry  Study  Section.  This 
committee  shall  advise  the  Secretary, 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  and 
the  Director,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  regarding  applications  and 
proposals  for  grants-in-aid  for  research 
projects  and  for  grants  and  awards  for 
research  and  training  activities  relating 
to  bio-organic  chemistry  and  natural 
products  chemistry. 

Experimental  Cardiovascular  Sciences 
Study  Section.  This  committee  shall 
advise  the  Secretary,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health,  and  the  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  regarding 
applications  and  proposals  for  grants-in- 
aid  for  research  projects  and  for  grants 
and  awards  for  research  and  training 
activities  relating  to  various  aspects  of 
clinical  and  basic  research  in 
cardiovascular,  renal,  and  pulmonary 
physiology  and  pharmacology. 

Experimental  Immunology  Study 
Section.  This  committee  shall  advise  the 
Secretary,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  and  the  Director,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  regarding 
applications  and  proposals  for  grants-in- 
aid  for  research  projects  and  for  grants 
and  awards  for  research  and  training 
activities  relating  to  the  basic  and 
clinical  immunobiology  and 
immunochemistry  of  humoral  and 
cellular  immune  reactions  involved  in 
autoimmune  and  immune  complex 
diseases,  phagocytosis  and  antibody 
snythesis,  and  in  the  diagnosis, 
monitoring  and  therapy  of  experimental 
and  clinical  cancer,  using  immunological 
techniques. 

Physical  Biochemistry  Study  Section. 
This  committee  shall  advise  the 
Secretary,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 


Health  and  the  Director,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  regarding 
applications  and  proposals  for  grants-in- 
aid  for  research  projects  and  for  grants 
and  awards  for  research  and  training 
activities  relating  to  various  areas  of 
biochemistry  with  an  orientation  toward 
physical  biochemistry  and  in  vitro 
research. 

Authority  for  these  Study  sections 
shall  terminate  on  December  9, 1982, 
unless  the  Secretary,  HHS,  formally 
determines  that  continuance  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

Dated:  January  6, 1981. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 

Director,  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1178  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  ami 

BtLUNG  CODE  4110-Oe-M 


Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Breast  Cancer  Task  Force  Committee, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  February  23- 
24, 1981,  Lister  Hill  National  Center, 
Building  38A,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The 
entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:30  a.m.  on  February  23  through 
adjournment  on  February  24,  for  a 
Workshop  on  Tumor  Stem  Cell  Assays 
and  the  Treatment  of  Human  Breast 
Cancer.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

Winifred  Lumsden,  the  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  4B43, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205  (30l/49fr-5708)  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meetings  and 
rosters  of  committee  members,  upon 
request. 

Dr.  D.  Jane  Taylor,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Cancer  Institute, 
Landow  Building,  Room  8C09D,  7910 
Woodmont  Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205  (301/496-6718)  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

Dated:  January  6, 1981,^ 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1179  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  uin| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


Communicative  Disorders  Review 
Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Communicative  Disorders  Review 
Committee,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  February  27, 1981,  in  Conference 
Room  4,  Building  31,  9000  Rockville  Pike, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20205. 


The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:30.  a.m.  until  10:30  a.m.  on 
February  27th,  to  discuss  program 
planning  and  program  accomplishments. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. ' 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)(4),  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.k  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  February  27th 
from  10:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  on  that 
day,  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  The  applications  and  the 
discussion  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
could  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Sylvia  Shaffer,  Chief,  Office  of 
ScientiHc  and  Health  Reports,  Building 
31,  Room  8A03,  NIH,  NINCDS,  Bethesda, 
MD  20205,  telephone  301/496-5751,  will 
furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
roster  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Ernest  J.  Moore,  Executive 
Secretary,  NINCDS,  NIH,  Federal 
Building,  Room  9C14,  Bethesda,  MD 
20205,  telephone  301/496-9223,  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

Dated:  January  5, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.851,  Communicative 
Disorders  Program,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  "programs  not  considered  appropriate"  in 
section  8{b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1180  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


National  Advisory  Research 
Resources  Council;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Research  Resources 
Council,  Division  of  Research 
Resources,  February  5-6, 1981, 
Conference  Room  6,  Bldg.  31,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  MD 
20205. 

The  meeting  will  convene  on  February 
5,  at  9:00  a.m.,  in  open  session,  for  the 
regular  conduct  of  Council  business;  a 
report  by  the  Acting  Director,  DRR; 
Review  of  Council  Operating 
Procedures:  a  report  on  the  DRR  Five- 
Year  Plan:  and  reports  by  the  Animal 
Resources  and  Biotechnology  Resources 
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Programs.  The  meeting  will  continue 
from  approximately  10:30  a.m.  to 
approximately  2:30  p.m.  as  follows: 
Animal  Resources  Ihogram  Work  Group, 
Conference  Room  6:  Biotechnology 
Resources  Program  Work  Group,  Room 
5B03;  Biomedical  Research  Support 
Program  Work  Group,  Room  6A23; 
General  Clinical  Research  Centers 
Program  Work  Group,  Room  7A24:  and 
Minority  Biomedical.  Support  Program 
Work  Group,  Room  8A28.  The  meeting 
will  reconvene  on  February  6,  in 
Conference  Room  6,  from  8.30  a.m.  to 
approximately  12:00  Noon  for  staff 
reports  from  the  Biomedical  Research 
Support  Program,  General  Clinical 
Research  Centers  Program,  and  Minority 
Biomedical  Support  Program:  for  a 
report  by  a  member  of  the  Coimcil  on 
the  NIH  Director’s  Advisory  Committee 
Meeting  of  October,  1980;  and  Program 
Work  Group  Reports  and 
Recommendations  to  Council  for 
discussion  and  action. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L  92-463,  the  meeting  wilt 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  February  5 
from  approximately  2:30  p.m.  to  recess, 
and  on  February  6  from  approximately 
1:00  p.m.  to  adjourmnent  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 
and  the  discussions  could  reveal 
conHdential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material, 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mr.  James  Augustine,  Information 
Officer,  Division  of  Research  Resources, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Room 
5B13,  Bldg.  31,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205,  301- 
496-5545,  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  the  Council 
members.  Dr.  James  F.  O’Donnell,  Acting 
Director,  Division  of  Research 
Resources,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Room  5B03,  Bldg.  31,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205, 
301-496-6023,  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information  and  will  receive 
any  comments  pertaining  to  this 
announcement 

Dated:  January  5, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.306.  Laboratory  Animal 
Sciences  and  Primate  Research;  13.333, 
Clinical  Research;  13.337,  Biomedical 
Research  Support;  13.371,  Biotechnology 


Resources;  13.375,  Minority  Biomedical 
Support;  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  0MB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
Section  8(b]  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1181  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  a.m.] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


National  Cancer  Advisory  Board,  Ad 
Hoc  Subcommittee,  Diet,  Nutrition,  and 
Cancer  Program;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Cancer  Advisory  Board  Ad 
Hoc  Subcommittee,  Diet  Nutrition,  and 
Cancer  Program,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  January  29, 1981,  Building  31, 
Room  IIAIO,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205.  The 
entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  for  program 
review  and  advice  on  the  Diet  Nutrition, 
and  Cancer  Program.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

The  Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  Building  31. 
Room  4B43,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  committee 
members,  upon  request 

Dr.  Diane  J.  Fink,  Executive  Secretary. 
National  Cancer  Institute,  Building  31, 
Room  11A33,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-1316)  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information. 

Dated;  January  8, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

|FR  Dog.  81-1182  Filed  1-13-81;  8.45  an] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-e&-M 


National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  * 
Advisory  Council  and  its  Manpower 
Subcommittee  and  Research 
Subcommittee;  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Advisory  Council,  National  Heart,  Lung, 
and  Blood  Institute,  February  5,  6.  7, 
1981,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Building  31,  Conference  Room  10, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20205. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  February  5  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
approximately  3:00  p.m.,  to  discuss 
program  policies  and  issues.  Attendance 
by  the  public  is  limited  to  space 
available.  In  addition,  meetings  of  the 
Manpower  Subcommittee  and  the 
Research  Subconunittee  of  the  above 
Council  will  be  February  4, 1981  at  8:00 


p.m.  in  Building  31,  Conference  Rooms  9 
and  10  respectively. 

In  accordance  writh  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6).  Title  5.  U.S.  Code,  and 
Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-463,  the 
meeting  of  the  Council  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  on  February  5  from  3KX)  p.m. 
until  recess  and  on  February  6  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  adjournment  on  February  7  for 
the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation 
of  individual  grant  applications.  The 
meetings  of  the  Manpower 
Subcommittee  and  the  Research 
Subcommittee  of  the  above  Council  will 
be  closed  from  8:00  p.m.  to  adjournment 
on  February  4,  also  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  These  applications 
and  the  discussions  could  reveal 
conhdential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material, 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Public 
Inquiries  and  Reports  Branch,  National 
Heart,  Limg,  and  Blood  Institute, 

Building  31,  Room  4A21,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  (301)  496-4236,  will  provide 
summaries  of  the  meetings  and  rosters 
of  the  Council  members. 

Kathleen  S.  Holcombe,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Council,  Westwood 
Building,  Room  7A-15,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  phone  (301)  496-7548,  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

Dated;  January  5, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  13.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research:  13.838,  Lung  Diseases 
Research;  and  13.839,  Blood  Diseases  and 
Resources  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  "programs  not  consider^  appropriate"  in 
Section  8(b)(4]  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

)FR  Doc.  81-1183  Filed  1-13-81;  S:4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-OS-M 


Neurological  Disorders  Program 
Project  Review  A  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Neurological  Disorders  Program  Project 
Review  A  Committee,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  February  14, 15  and 
16, 1981,  at  the  Marriott  Inn,  13480 
Maxella  Ave.,  Marina  Del  Ray, 
California  90291. 
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The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:00  p.m.  until  10:00  p.m.  on 
February  14th,  to  discuss  program 
planning  and  program  accomplishments. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)(4),  and 
552b{c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L,  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  February  15th 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  on 
February  16th,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  The  applications  and  the 
discussion  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
could  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Sylvia  Shaffer,  Chief,  Office  of 
Scientific  and  Health  Reports,  Building 
31,  Room  8A03,  NIH,  NINCDS,  Bethesda, 
MD  20205,  telephone  301/496-5751,  will 
furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
roster  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Leon  Jack  Greenbaum,  Jr„ 
Executive  Secretary,  Federal  Building. 
Room  9C14,  Bethesda,  MD  20205, 
telephone  301/496-9223,  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

Dated:  January  5, 1981. 

Suxanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.852,  Neurological  Disorders 
Program,  National  Institute  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  0MB 
Ofcular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  ‘programs  not  considered  appropriate"  in 
secdun  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular, 
tee  Uoc.  Filed  1-13-81.  8:45  <ini| 

eiLUlMa  CODE  411(M)8-M 


Neurological  Disorders  Program- 
Project  Review  B  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Neurological  Disorders  Program — 
Project  Review  B  Committee,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  February  20,  21, 

1981,  in  Conference  Room  8,  Building  31, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20205. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  8:00  a.m.  until  9:00  a.m.  on 
February  20th,  to  discuss  program 
planning  and  program  accomplishments. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)(4),  and 
i52b{c)(6).  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^b.  L.  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  on  February  20th 


from  9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment  on 
February  21st,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  The  applications  and  the 
discussion  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
could  constitute  a  clearly  imwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Sylvia  Shaffer,  Chief,  Office  of 
Scientific  and  Health  Reports,  Building 
31,  Room  8A03,  NIH,  NINCDS,  Bethesda, 
MD  20205,  telephone  301/496-5751,  will 
furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
roster  of  committee  members. 

Dr.  Ellen  G.  Archer,  Executive 
Secretary,  Federal  Building,  Room 
9C10B,  Bethesda,  MD  20205,  telephone 
301/496-9223,  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information.  * 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.852,  Neurological  Disorders 
Program,  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-95  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate”  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

Dated:  January  5, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

|FR  Doc.  St-11B5  Filed  1-18-81;  6;45  om| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-0S-M 


Population  Research  Committee; 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Population  Research  Committee, 

National  Institute  of  Child  Health  and 
Human  Development,  on  March  12-13, 
1981,  in  the  Landow  Building, 

Conference  Room  “A,"  7910  Woodmont 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  March  12  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
10:30  a.m.  to  discuss  the  program  status, 
new  developments  and  projections  for 
population  research  centers,  program 
projects  and  institutional  fellowships. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  552b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6)  and  Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the . 
public  on  March  12  from  10:30  a.m.  to 
adjournment  on  March  13  for  the  review, 
discussion  and  evaluation  of  individual 
grant  applications.  The  applications  and 
the  discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 


applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  Neff,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NICHD,  Landow 
Building,  Room  7C09,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Area 
Code  301, 496-1485,  will  provide  a 
summary  of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of 
committee  members.  Dr,  Dinesh  C. 
Sharma,  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Population  Research  Committee, 

NICHD,  Landow  Building,  Room  6C03, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland,  Area  Code  301,  496-1485,  will 
furnish  other  information. 

Dated:  January  5, 1981. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.864,  Population  Research, 
National  Institutes  of  Health) 

NIH  programs  are  not  covered  by  OMB 
Circular  A-96  because  they  fit  the  description 
of  “programs  not  considered  appropriate"  in 
section  8(b)  (4)  and  (5)  of  that  Circular. 

|FR  Dot.  81-1186  Filt-d  1-13-81;  8:4i  ara| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
Intergovernmental  Affairs;  Statement 
of  Organization,  Functions  and 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Part  A,  Chapter  ABC.  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  intergovernmental  Affairs 
(DUSIGA)  Statement  of  Organization, 
Functions  and  Delegation  of  Authority, 

43  FR  4686-82  dated  February  3. 1978  is 
amended  to  include  the  functions  for  the 
Office  of  Veterans  Affairs.  The  May  21, 
1980  Reorganization  Order  for  the  Office 
of  Human  Development  Services 
omitted  the  functions  for  the  Office  of 
Veterans  Affairs  pending  a  decision 
within  the  Department  to  determine 
ova's  future  location.  This  amendment 
to  DUSIGA  functional  statement 
establishes  OVA  as  an  organizational 
unit  within  the  Department  under  the 
general  guidance  of  a  senior-level 
official;  and  provides  veterans  affairs 
with  greater  visibility,  accessibility  to, 
and  support  from  all  Department 
programs. 

1.  At  the  end  of  Section  ABC.OO 
Mission,  insert  the  following: 

Provide  general  guidance  and 
direction  to  the  Office  of  Veterans 
Affairs. 

2.  At  the  end  of  section  ABC.20 
Functions,  insert  the  following: 

11.  The  Office  of  Veterans  Affairs  will 
serve  as  the  focus  of  veterans’  concerns 
for  HHS  and  provide  continuity  of 
services  to  the  White  House  Veterans 
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Federal  Coordinatiiig  Conunittee,  the 
Under  Secretary’s  Task  Force  on 
Vetercms,  and  veteran  service 
orgenizations  and  aesociatkms;  assist 
the  Secretary  in  her  role  as  a  member  of 
the  Cabinet  in  its  deliberation  of 
veterans  issues;  develop  initiatives 
within  HHS  to  improve  services  to 
veterans,  especially  handicapped, 
psychologically  maladjusted, 
disadvantaged,  and  incarcerated 
Vietnam  era  veterans;  develop 
recommendations  to  improve  channels 
of  conununication  between  levels  of 
government  to  facilitate  information 
dissemination,  improve  identification  of 
needs  and  delivery  of  services  to  meet 
the  needs  of  veterans  and  their  families; 
evaluate  current  KHS  programs  as  they 
relate  to  veterans’  participation;  assess 
procedures  already  implemented  by  the 
agency  pertaining  to  how  service 
delivery  personnel  related  to  veteran 
clients;  review  agency  personnel  offices 
be  insure  that  veterans  are  given  proper 
consideration  for  employment;  and 
review  monitoring  procedures 
concerning  implementation  of 
regulations  governing  veteran  hiring 
practices  of  grantees  and  contractors. 

Dated:  December  31, 1980. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Di>c.  81-1258  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  »m| 

BILLING  CODE  4110-10-M 


Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women;  Meeting 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  which  is  established  to  provide 
advice  to  the  Secretary  of  Health  and 
Human  Serv'ices  on  the  impact  of  the 
policies,  programs  and  activities  of  the 
Department  on  the  status  of  women  will 
meet  on  Friday,  February  27, 1981,  from 
9:30  a.m  to  5:00  p.m.  in  Room  339-A, 
Hubert  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Ave.,  SW,  Washington, 
D.C.  The  agenda  will  include  women 
health  and  social  services  issues. 

Further  information  on  the  Committee 
may  be  obtained  from;  Cheryl 
Yamamoto,  Executive  Secretary, 
telephone;  202-245-8454.  This  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Cheryl  Yamamoto, 

Executive  Secretary,  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities 
of  Women. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1259  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-12-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Coal  Lease  Application  C-30168] 

Land  in  Jackson  County,  Colorado; 
Public  Hearing;  Availability  of 
Environmental  Assessment,  and 
Request  for  Public  Comment 

The  Department  of  the  Interior, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Colorado 
State  Office,  Denver,  Colorado  hereby 
gives  notice  that  a  public  hearing  will  be 
held  on  February  3, 1981  at  7:00  p.m.  in 
the  Soil  Conservation  District  Building, 
Basement  Room,  5th  and  Logan  Street, 
Walden,  Colorado.  Application  has  been 
made  by  Wyoming  Fuel  Company  to  the 
United  States  that  it  offer  for  lease 
certain  coal  resources  in  the  public 
lands  hereinafter  described.  The 
purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  obtain 
public  comments  on  the  Environmental 
Assessment  and  on  the  following  items: 
(1)  The  method  of  mining  to  be 
employed  to  obtain  maximum  economic 
recovery  of  the  coal;  (2)  the  impact  that 
mining  the  coal  in  the  proposed 
leasehold  may  have  on  the  area, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  impacts  on 
the  environment;  and  (3)  methods  of 
determining  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
coal  to  be  offered.  Written  requests  to 
testify  orally  at  the  February  3, 1981 
public  hearing  should  be  received  at  the 
Craig  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  P.O.  Bo.x  248,  Craig, 
Colorado  81625,  prior  to  the  close  of 
Business  February  2, 1981.  People  who 
indicate  they  wish  to  testify  when  they 
check  in  at  the  hearing  room  may  have 
an  opportunity  to  testify  if  time  is 
available  after  the  listed  witnesses  have 
been  heard. 

Both  oral  and  written  comments  will 
be  received  at  the  public  hearing,  but 
speakers  will  be  limited  to  a  maximum 
of  three  or  five  minutes  each  depending 
on  the  number  of  persons  desiring  to 
comment.  The  time  limitation  will  be 
strictly  enforced,  but  the  complete  text 
of  prepared  speeches  may  be  filed  with 
the  presiding  officer  at  the  hearing, 
whether  or  not  the  speaker  has  been 
able  to  finish  oral  delivery  in  the 
allotted  minutes.  Written  comments  may 
also  be  submitted  to  Craig  District 
Office  at  the  above  address,  prior  to 
close  of  business  on  February  17, 1981. 
Substantive  comments,  whe Aer  written 
or  oral,  will  receive  equal  consideration 
prior  to  any  lease  offering. 

In  addition,  the  public  is  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  concerning  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  coal  resource  to 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  and  the 
U.S.  Geological  Survey.  Public 
comments  will  be  utilized  in  establishing 


fair  market  value  for  the  coal  resources 
in  Ae  described  lands. 

Comments  should  address  specific 
factors  related  to  fair  market  value 
including,  but  not  limited  to:  the  quaatity 
and  quality  of  the  coal  resource,  Ae 
price  Aat  Ae  mined  coal  would  bring  in 
the  market  place,  Ae  cost  of  producing 
Ae  coal,  the  probable  timing  and  rate  of 
production,  the  interest  rate  at  which 
anticipated  income  streams  would  be 
discounted,  depreciation  and  oAer 
accounting  factors,  the  ex]>ected  rate  of 
industry  return,  Ae  value  of  Ae  surface 
estate  (if  private  surface),  and  Ae 
minmg  method  or  me  Aods  which  would 
achieve  maximum  economic  recovery  of 
Ae  coal.  Documentation  of  similar 
market  transactions,  mcluding  location, 
terms,  and  conditions,  may  also  be 
submitted  at  this  time. 

These  comments  will  be  considered  in 
the  final  determination  of  fair  market 
value  as  determined  in  accordance  with 
30  CFR  211.63  and  43  CFR  3422.1-2. 
Should  any  information  submitted  as 
comments  be  considered  to  be 
proprietary  by  Ae  commenter,  Ae 
information  should  be  labeled  as  such 
and  stated  m  Ae  first  page  of  the 
submission.  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
boA  Ae  State  Director,  Colorado  State 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Room  700,  Colorado  State  Bank 
BuilAng,  1600  Broadway,  Denver, 
Colorado  80202,  and  to  Ae  Deputy 
Conservation  Manager,  Conservation 
Division,  (RE),  C/R,  Geological  Survey, 
Box  25046,  Denver  Federal  Center, 
Denver,  Colorado  80225,  to  arrive  no 
later  Aan  February  17, 1931. 

The  coal  resource  to  be  offered  is 
limited  to  1,212,800  tons  of  coal 
recoverable  by  surface  mining  meAods 
from  Ae  Sudduth  coal  seam  and  any 
overlying  coal  seams  in  the  following 
lands  located  approximately  12  miles 
east  of  Ae  town  of  Walden,  Colorado: 

T.  8  N.,  R.  78  W.,  6th  P.M. 

Sec.  3;  Lots  9, 15. 16, 17, 18 

Sec.  10:  W'A.\EV4NEy4.  NWViNEl^,  NWVi, 
SV4NEy4 

483.33  Acres 

The  coal  quality  is  as  follows:  Btu — 
9,500;  Sulfur— 0.26%;  Ash— 10.2%; 
Moisture — 16.58%;  and  averages  13.4 
feet  in  thickness. 

The  draft  Environmental  Assessment 
will  be  available  for  review  in  the  Craig 
District  Office.  Single  copies  are 
available  for  distribution  upon  request 
from  the  office  at  the  above  address. 

A  copy  of  the  Environment 
Assessment,  the  case  file  and  the 
comments  submitted  by  the  public  on 
fair  market  value,  except  Aose  portions 
identified  as  proprietary  by  Ae 
commenter  and  meeting  exemptions  ^ 
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stated  in  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act,  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Colorado  State  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  at  the 
address  set  out  above. 

Rodney  A.  Roberts, 

Acting  Leader,  Craig  Team,  Branch  of 
Adjudication. 

IFR  Doc.  81-1261  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Protests  on  New  Mexico  Wilderness 
Inventory 

December  23, 1980. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
action:  Notice  of  Protests  on  Final 
Intensive  Wilderness  Inventory 
Decisions. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  identify  which  of  the  New  Mexico 


State  Director’s  final  intensive 
wilderness  inventory  decisions  are 
under  protest.  The  final  wilderness 
inventory  decisions  were  published  in 
the  November  14, 1980,  Federal  Register, 
pages  75590-75593,  and  a  30-day  protest 
period  followed 

During  the  protest  period  which  end 
on  December  15, 1980,  protests  were 
received  for  the  31  inventory  units  listed 
below.  Those  inventory  decisions  which 
were  not  protested  are  now  final.  Those 
units  dropped  from  the  Wilderness 
Review  I^ocess  on  November  14, 1980 
which  were  not  protested  are  no  longer 
protected  by  interim  management 
restrictions. 

The  following  units  are  under  protest 
and  will  continue  to  be  protected  by 
interim  management  stipulations  until 
the  State  Director  issues  his  final 
decision  on  the  protests. 


1.  Protest  of  decision  to  identify  unit,  or  portions  thereof,  as  a  Wilderness 
Study  Area: 


District 

Name 

Number 

Acreage 

affected 

Socorro . 

»,430 

8,320 

9,540 

13,160 

7,450 

2,000 

22,000 

70.000 

6.710 

7,960 

13,584 

19,870 

65,950 

12,840 

16,680 

143,145 

7,400 

24,725 

11,640 

10,680 

7,200 

'1,167 

■2,728 

■213 

■700 

Socorro . 

Socorro . 

Socorro. 

Socorro _  ~ 

Socorro.  _ 

Socorro. 

Socorro. 

.  Cowboy  Spring 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces 

Las  Cruces....... 

. .  Cooke  Range 

NM-030-031 . . 

Las  Crutes 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Roswen. 

Roswell 

Roswell . 

Roswell . . 

.  Mudgetts . 

.  NM-060-819A . 

'  Deferred  decisions. 

2.  Protest  of  decision  concluding  that  unit, 
ness  characteristics: 

or  portions  thereof,  lacked  wilder- 

District 

Name 

Number 

Acreage 

affected 

Socorro _ 

(') 

(■) 

(') 

(') 

5,000 

9,600 

2.500 
20,600 

4,040 

11,000 

15,360 

O 

54,000 

13,000 

4.500 
10,800 

Socorro . 

Socorro _ _ 

Socorro 

. .  Pinyon . 

Socorro 

.  Sierra  Ladrones 

Socorro  _ 

Socorro 

Socorro 

. 

Las  Cruces . 

-  .  Redrocfc . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

-  Florida  Mountains . 

Las  Cruces _ 

Las  Cruces . 

. —  Cedar  Mountains . 

Las  Cruces . 

Las  Cruces . 

Roswell . 

'  Division  into  lour  units  by  roads. 
’Division  into  three  units  by  roads. 
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Two  additional  letters  were  received 
which  protested  the  deferred  status  for 
Florida  Mountains  (NM-030-034)  and 
Mescalero  Sands  (1^-060-501)  and 
stated  that  these  units  should  be 
dropped  from  further  consideration  as 
wilderness.  These  units  were  dropped 
from  th«  Wilderness  Review  Program, 
but  ware  listed  as  deferred  due  to  a 
printing  error  in  the  November  14, 1980, 
Federal  Register  Notice. 

The  State  Director  will  announce  his 
decisions  on  these  protests  on  or  about 
January  15, 1981.  If  the  State  Director 
does  not  change  his  intensive  inventory 
decisions,  the  protestant(s)  will  be 
advised  of  the  decision  by  letter  and  his 
or  her  right  of  appeal  will  be  explained 
in  the  letter.  Should  the  State  Director 
change  the  decision,  the  public  will  be 
notified  of  its  right  to  appeal  and  the 
appeals  period  will  begin  upon 
publication  of  the  protest  decision  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

L«ry  L.  Woodward, 

Acting  State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1276  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  atn| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-H 

California  Desert  Plan;  Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Plan  was  approved  by  Guy  Martin, 
Assistant  ^cretary  of  the  Interior  for 
Land  and  Water  Resources,  on 
December  17, 1980.  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Cecil  D.  Andrus  concurred  in 
Assistant  Secretary  Martin’s  approval  of 
the  plan  on  December  19, 1980. 

This  action  constitutes  the  final 
administrative  decisions  necessary'  to 
comply  with  Section  601(d)  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  (43  U.S.C.  1781),  and  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  will  now  begin  plan 
implementation. 

An  original  copy  of  the  Decision/ 
Record  of  Decision  for  the  Final  Plan  as 
approved  is  on  Hie  in  the  office  of  the 
California  Desert  District,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  1695  Spruce  Street, 
Riverside,  California  92507. 

Copies  of  the  final  plan  will  be  printed 
and  available  for  public  distribution 
approximately  March  15, 1981. 

Dated:  December  24, 1980. 
fames  B.  Ruch, 

State  Director. 

|ra  Doc.  81-1286  Filed  1-13-81.  H;4.S  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 

Water  and  Power  Resources  Service 

Yuma  Division  Flood  Control  Project; 
Yuma,  Arizona;  Intent  To  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
proposes  to  prepare  an  environmental 


impact  statement  on  flood  control  in  the 
Yuma  Division  of  the  Colorado  River, 
There  is  an  increasing  danger  of  flood 
damage  due  to  the  signiHcant  increase 
in  agriculture  and  economic 
development  in  the  levee  protected 
valleys.  In  the  area  of  Yuma,  Arizona, 
from  Prison  Hill  downstream 
approximately  2  miles,  vegetation  has 
encroached  into  the  flood  plain,  and  it  is 
very  unlikely  that  the  present  levees 
could  contain  the  levee  design 
floodflows  in  this  area. 

The  following  alternatives  to  aid  in 
alleviating  potential  flooding  have  been 
developed  so  fan  (1)  Dredge  channel 
sufbcient  to  pass  floodflows  without 
over-topping  the  levee;  (2)  Total  clearing 
of  vegetation  in  the  flood  plain;  (3) 

Partial  selective  vegetation  clearing  by 
dredging  sufficient  to  pass  floodflows; 

(4)  Partial  selective  cleaming  by  land 
based  equipment  sufficient  to  pass 
floodflows;  (5)  Raise  levees  sufficient  to 
pass  floodflows;  (6)  No  action;  and  (7) 
Nonstructural.  This  alternative  would 
involve  the  purchase  of  the  land  in  the 
flood  plain  to  prevent  flood  damage. 

Two  meetings  have  been  held  with  the 
public  to  receive  input  on  the  project. 

No  scoping  meetings  as  such  will  be 
held,  but  a  work  group,  composed  of 
representatives  of  interested 
governmental,  agricultural,  and 
environmental  organizations,  was 
formed  at  the  last  public  meeting  to 
assist  in  developing  alternatives  and 
determining  significant  issues.  The 
group  will  meet  periodically  to  discuss 
the  issues  and  to  help  prepare  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  The 
first  meeting  with  the  work  group  was 
held  December  10, 1980,  at  the  Yuma 
Projects  Office  in  Yuma,  Arizona. 

The  draft  environmental  statement  is 
scheduled  to  be  available  for  public 
review  in  March  1982.  The  final 
environmental  statement  is  scheduled 
for  completion  in  October  1982. 

Interested  public  entities  and 
individuals  may  obtain  information  on 
the  project  and  provide  input  to  the 
environmental  impact  statement. 

Any  questions  regarding  this  project 
should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Paul  R 
Strauss,  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service,  P.O.  Box  427,  Boulder  City, 
Nevada  89005,  telephone  (702)  293-8464, 
Dated:  January  8, 1981. 

Clifford  I.  Barrett, 

Assistant  Commissianer,  Water  and  Power 
Resources. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1292  Filed  1-13-81;  8;4S  am| 

BILLING  CODE  4310-09-M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 
’The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 


after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  Compliance,  procedures,  refCT 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  Applications  may  be 
protested  only  on  the  grounds  that 
applicant  is  not  Ht,  willing,  and  able  to 
provide  the  transportation  service  and 
to  comply  with  the  appropriate  statutes , 
and  Commission  regulations.  A  copy  of 
any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 
$10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.s.,  unresolved  common 
control,  ntness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisidictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title,  49. 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  signficantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  March  2, 
1981  (or,  if  the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed)  appropriate  authorizing 
documents  will  be  issued  to  applicants 
with  regulated  operations  (except  those 
with  duly  noted  problems)  and  will 
remain  in  full  effect  only  as  long  as  the 
applicant  maintains  appropriate 
compliance.  The  unopposed  applications 
involving  new  entrants  will  be  subject  to 
the  issuance  of  an  effective  notice 
setting  forth  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  satisfied 
before  the  authority  will  be  issued.  Once 
this  compliance  is  met,  the  authority  will 
be  issued. 

On  or  before  March  16, 1981  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
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in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant's 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract". 

Vol  No.  OPl-113 

Decided;  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board,  No.l, 
Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones.  Member 
Jones  not  participating. 

MC  93840  (Sub-58F),  filed  December 
22, 1980.  Applicant:  GLESS  BROS.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  219;  Blue  Grass,  lA  52726. 
Representative:  Larry  D,  Knox;  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  used  household  goods, 
hazardous  or  secret  materials,  and 
sensitive  weapons  and  munitions),  for 
the  United  States  Government,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153261F,  filed  December  19, 1980. 
Applicant:  SADLER  TRUCKING.  INC., 
Route  30,  Kansas  City,  MO  64149. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100 
CharterBank  Center,  P.O.  Box  19251, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  for  the  United  States 
Government,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No,  OPl-115 

Decided:  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  Parker,  Fortier,  and  Hill. 

MC  153131F,  filed  December  11. 1980. 
Applicant:  BILL  FISHER  BROKERAGE. 
P.O.  Box  28989,  4625  E.  Hwy  80,  Dallas: 
TX  75228.  Representative:  Bill  Fisher, 
3907  San  Mateo  Dr.,  Plano,  TX  75023.  As 
a  broker,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods),  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153195F,  filed  December  11, 1980. 
Applicant:  R.  T.  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  3501  West  75th  Place,  Chicago,  IL 
60652.  Representative:  Albert  A.  Andrin, 
180  North  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
As  a  broker,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods),  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  153201F,  filed  December  16, 1980. 
Applicant:  GTL  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC., 


110  Dill  Road,  Suffolk,  VA  23434. 
Representative:  D.  S.  Glover  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  for  the  United  States 
Government,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP2-144 

Decided;  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Chandler,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 
(Member  Chandler  not  participating.) 

MC  8973  (Sub-77F),  filed  December  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  METROPOLITAN 
TOUCKING,  INC.,  75  Broad  Ave., 
Fairview,  NJ  07022.  Representative: 
Gerald  K.  Gimmel,  Suite  145,  4 
Professional  Dr.,  Gaithersburg,  MD 
20760.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  used  household 
goods,  hazardous  or  secret  materials, 
and  sensitive  weapons  and  munitions), 
for  the  United  States  Government, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP2-149 

Decided:  January  2, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Chandler,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 
(Member  Liberman  not  participating.) 

MC  149402  (Sub-2F),  filed  December 
19, 1980.  Applicant:  R.  A.  P.  T. 
CORPORATION,  3159  South  1900  West, 
Ogden,  UT  84401.  Representative:  Irene 
Warr,  430  Judge  Bldg.,  Salt  Lake  City, 

UT  84111.  General  commodities  (except 
used  household  goods,  hazardous  or 
secret  materials,  and  sensitive  weapons 
and  munitions)  for  the  United  States 
Government,  betweeen  points  in  the 
U.S. 

Volume  No.  OP2-147 
Decided:  January  5, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2. 
Members  Chandler.  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

MC  30653  (Sub-2F),  filed  December  29. 
1980.  Applicant;  HAWK  OF 
CONNECTICUT,  INC.,  Outlook  St., 
Stamford,  CT  06902.  Representative; 
Piken  &  Piken,  Esqs.,  Queens  Office 
Tower,  95-25  Queens  Boulevard,  Rego 
Park,  NY  11374.  Transporting  shipments 
weighing  100  pounds  or  less  if 
transported  in  a  motor  vehicle  in  which 
no  one  package  exceeds  100  pounds, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  !)(>(;.  81-1264  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  iim| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Vol.  No.  392] 

Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions 

Decided;  December  30. 1980. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  ^ings, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to',  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner’s  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  those  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner’s  interest  will  be  represented 
by  other  parties,  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner's  participation  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  a  sound  record,  and  the 
extent  to  which  participation  by  the 
petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues  or 
delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
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upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administrative  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modiHed  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems]  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicnt 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  rV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 


provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  February  13, 1981  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  other  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
following  decision-notices  on  or  before 
February  13, 1981  or  the  application 
shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Chandler,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  conunon  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
over  irregular  routes,  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

MC 115793  (Sub-31F),  filed  October  4, 
1979.  Applicant:  CALDWELL  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  620,  Lenoir,  NC 
28645.  Representative:  C.  Douglas 
Woods  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  new  furniture  from  points 
in  TN  and  MO.  to  points  in  NC. 

MC  125433  (Sub-323F),  filed 
September  30, 1979.  Applicant:  F-B 
TRUCK  UNE  COMPANY.  1945  South 
Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84104.  Representative:  John  B.  Anderson 
(same  as  applicant).  Transporting 
shelving  from  Fremont,  CA  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (excluding  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Hussman,  Inc. 

MC  125433  (Sub-334F),  filed  October  4, 
1979.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  1945  South  Redwood  Road, 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 

Representative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
as  applicant).  Transporting  cable  on 
reels,  from  points  in  Douglas  County,  N£ 
to  Dallas  and  Houston,  TX. 

MC  141313  (Sub-IF),  filed  July  23. 

1979.  Applicant:  PERMISIONARIOS  DE 
EXPRESS.  Y  CARGA,  S.A.  DE  C.  V., 

Mar  Kara  325,  Col.  Aleman,  Tijuana,  B. 
C.  Mexico.  Representative:  Pedro 
Moreno  Viraniontes  (same  address  as 
applicant).  In  foreign  commerce  only, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 


commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  U.S.  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

|FR  Doc  81-1Z24  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am) 
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Long-and-Short-Haul  Application  for 
Relief  (Formerly  Fourth  Section 
Application) 

January  9, 1981. 

This  application  for  long-and-short- 
haul  relief  has  been  filed  with  the  I.C.C. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  I.C.C.  on  or 
before  January  29, 1981. 

No.  43892  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau  Agent  (No.  B-108),  increased 
rates  by  7  percent  on  fibreboard, 
paperboard  and  pulpboard,  from 
Stations  in  Michigan,  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin,  to  Stations  in  Arkansas, 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma  and  Texas.  Rates  are 
published  in  Supplement  No.  148  to  tarifi 
ICC  SWFB  4571.  Grounds  for  relief — 
Additional  revenues. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  81-1220  Filed  1-13-81;  845  aja.! 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Office  of  Proceedings 

Motor  Carriers  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  Rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant's 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simpli^ing 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  .(e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
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operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  Hnd,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  Ht,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
interest  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  March  2. 
1981,  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed)appropriate 
authorizing  documents  will  be  issued  to 
applicants  with  regulated  operations 
(except  those  with  duly  noted  problems) 
and  will  remain  in  full  effect  only  as 
long  as  the  applicant  maintains 
appropriate  compliance.  The  unopposed 
applications  involving  new  entrants  w'ill 
be  subject  to  the  issuance  of  an  effective 
notice  setting  forth  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  satisfied 
before  the  authority  will  be  issued.  Once 
this  compliance  is  met,  the  authority  will 
be  issued. 

On  or  before  March  16, 1981  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

Vol.  No.  OPI-III 

Decided:  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3. 
Members  Parker,  Fortier,  and  Hill. 

MC  35320  (Sub-625F),  filed  December 

12. 1980.  Applicant:  T.I.M.E.-DC.  INC., 
2598  74th  Street,  P.O.  Box  2550,  Lubbock, 
TX  79408,  Representative:  Kenneth  G. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  serving  New  Johnsonvilte, 
TN,  as  an  intermediate  point  in 
connection  with  carrier's  otherwise 
authorized  regular  routes  operations, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 


destined  to  the  facilities  of  Matheson 
Division  of  G.D.  Searle  Medical 
Products,  U.S.A.,  Inc. 

MC  47171  (Sub-195F),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  COOPER  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2820,  Greenville, 
SC  29602.  Representative:  Harris  G. 
Andrews  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS.  OK.  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
used  by  Richardson  Company,  its 
divisions  and  subsidiaries. 

MC  52480  (Sub-30lF),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  E11.EX 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1420  W.  35th 
St.,  P.O.  Box  9637,  Tulsa,  OK  74107. 
Representative:  Don  E.  Kniizinga  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packing  houses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M,C.C,  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
ffom  the  facilities  of  Thies  Packing,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Great  Bend,  Topeka,  and 
Wichita,  KS,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CA. 
CO,  FL.  GA,  IL.  lA.  KY.  LA.  MS.  MO. 

NE,  NM.  NC,  OK.  SC,  TN,  and  TX. 

MC  59640  (Sub-89F),  filed  December  9, 
1980.  Applicant:  PAULS  TRUCKING 
CORPOI^nON,  Three  Commerce 
Drive,  Cranford,  NJ  07016. 
Representative:  Michael  A.  Beam  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
health-care  products,  (2)  surgical  and 
hospital  supplies  and  equipment,  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(8) 
with  C.  R.  Bard,  Inc.,  of  Murray  Hill,  NJ. 

MC  113751  (Sub-40F),  filed  December 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  HAROLD  F. 
DUSHEK,  INC.,  10th  &  Columbia  Sts.. 
Waupaca.  WI 54981.  Representative: 
lames  A.  Spiegel,  Olde  Towne  Office 
Park,  6425  Odana  Rd.,  Madison,  Wl 
53719.  Transporting  charcoal,  charcoal 
briquettes,  and  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  charcoal  and 
charcoal  briquettes,  between  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE.  CO,  OK.  and  TX. 

MC  115391  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  GENSIMORE 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  L.  Pleasant 
Gap,  PA  16823.  Representative:  J.  Bruce 
Walter,  P.O.  Box  1146,  Harrisburg,  PA 


17108.  Transporting  chemicals  or  allied 
products,  as  described  in  Item  28  of  the 
Standard  Transportation  Commodity 
Code,  between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Foote 
Mineral  Company,  of  Exton,  PA. 

MC  115730  (Sub-90F),  filed  December 

8. 1980.  Applicant:  THE  MICKOW 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  1774,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50306.  Representative:  Cecil  L.  Goettsch. 
1100  Des  Moines  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50307.  Transporting  iron  and  steel 
articles,  between  Plymouth,  UT,  points 
in  IL,  IN,  TX,  and  Santa  Clara  County, 

CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  118610  (Sub-35F),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE  PARR 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1308,  Owensboro,  KY  42301. 
Representative:  George  M.  Catlett,  708 
McClure  Bldg.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601, 
Transporting  (1)  aluminum  and 
aluminum  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  processing,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Torrance,  CA,  The  Dalles,  OR, 
Cliffs,  WA,  and  points  in  Hancock 
County,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  119741  (Sub-286F),  filed  November 

18. 1980.  Applicant:  GR^N  FIELD 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY.  INC.,  1515 
Third  Ave.,  N.W.,  P.O.  Box  1235,  Fort 
Dodge,  lA  50501.  Representative:  D.  L. 
Robson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  canned  goods  and  frozen 
foodstuffs,  from  Lyndonville  and 
Brockport,  NY.  to  points  in  BU  IN,  KY, 

MI.  MO,  OK.  and  WI. 

MC  136500  (Sub-16F),  filed  December 

8. 1980.  Applicant:  SERVICE 
EQUIPMENT  &  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Box 
162,  Mattoon,  IL  61932.  Representative: 
Michael  W.  O'Hara,  300  Reisch  Bldg.. 
Springfield,  IL  62701.  Transporting 
firebrick  shapes,  clay  and  graphite 
stopperheads,  graphite  crucibles  and 
bonding  mortar,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Calderwood  Corporation  of  Charleston. 
IL. 

MC  142470  (Sub-2F),  filed  December  8. 
1980.  Applicant:  FLEET  TRANSIT.  INC., 
3225  Tate  St.,  Baltimore,  MD  21226. 
Representative:  Marie  Loepp  Hasson. 

927 15th  St.,  Suite  306,  Washington,  DC 
20005,  Transporting  petroleum, 
petroleum  products,  chemicals,  and 
chemical  products,  between  points  in 
MD.  DE.  NJ.  NG,  PA.  VA.  WV  and  DC. 

MC  146891  (Sub-3F),  filed  December 
16. 1960.  Applicant:  A  &  G  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  4807  Millbrooke  Road,  Albany,  GA 
31701.  Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor. 
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1101  Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32202.  Transporting  (1)  agricultural 
chemicals,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  agriculture  chemicals, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contractjs)  with  Helena 
Chemical  Company,  of  Memphis,  TN. 

MC  148050  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant  L  &  J  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  PO  Box  7267,  High  Point 
NC  27264.  Representative:  Wilmer  B. 

Hill,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  Transporting  insulating  materials, 
from  Barrington,  NJ,  to  points  in  NC  and 
SC. 

MC  150321  (Sub-lF),  filed  December  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  BRADFORD  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  PO  Box  128,  Park  Street, 
Bradford,  TN  38316.  Representative: 
Larry  McCartney  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  office  and 
industrial  equipment,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(.s} 
with  Tennsco  Corporation,  of  Dickson, 
TN. 

MC  150330  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

10. 1980.  Applicant  BELCO,  INC.,  2101 
West  Main  St.,  Jacksonville,  AR  72076. 
Representative:  Ron  Harvey  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
aluminum  ventilation  products,  roof 
louvers,  turbines  and  shutters,  and  (2) 
parts  and  accessories  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Lomanco,  Inc.,  of  Jacksonville,  AR. 

MC  150700  (Sub-5F),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  OLIN  WOOTEN 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  PO  Box  731, 
Hazlehurst,  GA  31539.  Representative: 
Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Transporting  (1) 
containers,  container  closures,  and 
packaging  products,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  between  Hubbard,  OH, 
Chicago,  and  Elgin,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points,  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
KY,  NC,  SC,  and  TN. 

MC  151741  (Sub-2F),  filed  December 

16, 1980.  Applicant:  D.  E.  WILLOUGHBY 
TRUCKING,  R.R.  No  .7— Box  393, 
Columbus,  IN  47201,  Representative:  S. 
Willoughby  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  pressure  vessels,  iron  and 
steel  fittings,  and  iron  and  steel 
brackets,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Brunner  Engineering  &  Mfg.,  Inc.,  of 
Bedford,  IN. 

MC  153170F,  filed  December  16, 1980. 
Applicant:  THE  TRAVEL  COMPANY 
OF  MICHIGAN,  d.b.a.  THE  TRAVEL 


COMPANY  OF  OHIO,  4900  Reed  Road, 
Columbus,  OH  43220.  Representative: 
Barbara  Grabill  (same  address  as 
applicant).  As  a  Broker  at  Columbus, 

OH,  in  arranging  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  passengers, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  ML 
OH,  IN,  WV,  and  PA,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  U.S. 

Vol.  No.  OPl-112 

Decided:  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones,  Member 
Jones  not  participating. 

MC  28990  (Sub-lOF),  filed  December 

16, 1980.  Applicant:  SEYMOUR 
TRANSFER  UNES,  INC.,  800  East 
Factory  St.,  Seymour,  WI  54165. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703. 

Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  (1)  between  Iron  Mountain, 
MI.  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  141  and  WI 
Hwy  22  at  or  near  Stiles,  WI,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  141,  (2)  between  Iron  Mountain 
and  Vulcan,  MI,  Over  U.S.  Hwy  2, 
between  Quinnesec,  MI,  and  jimction 
U.S.  Hwys  8  and  141  at  or  near  Niagara. 
WI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  8,  (4)  between  Iron 
Mountain,  MI,  and  Aurora,  WI,  from 
Iron  Mountain,  over  MI  Hwy  95  to 
junction  WI  Hwy  95,  then  over  WI  Hwy 
95  to  Aurora,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (5)  between  Aurora  and  Niagara, 
WI,  over  WI  Hwy  N,  (6)  between 
Oconto,  WI,  and  Menominee,  MI,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  41,  (7)  between  Marinette,  WI, 
and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  141  and  WI  Hwy 
180  at  or  near  Wausaukee,  WI,  over  WI 
Hwy  180,  (8)  between  Marinette,  WI, 
and  Junction  WI  Hwys  64  and  32  at  or 
near  Mountain,  WI,  over  WI  Hwy  64,  (9) 
between  Suring,  WI,  and  junction  WI 
Hwys  64  and  32  at  or  near  Mountain, 

WI,  over  W'l  Hwy  32.  (10)  between 
Crivitiz,  WI,  and  junction  WI  Hwys  64 
and  W  at  or  near  Moimtain,  WI,  over 
WI  hwy  W,  (11)  between  Pickett  and 
Ripon,  WI,  over  WI  Hwy  44,  (12) 
between  Fond  du  Lac  and  Berlin,  WI, 
from  Fond  du  Lac  over  WI  Hwy  23  to 
junction  WI  Hwy  49,  then  over  WI  Hwy 
49  to  Berlin,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (13)  between  junction  W’l  Hwys  13 
and  73  at  or  near  Pittsville,  and 
Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI,  over  WI  Hwys 
13  and  73,  (14)  between  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  41  and  WI  Hwy  26  at  Vandyne, 

WI,  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  151  and  WI 
Hwy  26,  at  or  near  Waupun,  WI,  over 
WI  Hwy  26,  and  (15)  between  Fond  du 


Lac  and  Beaver  Dam,  WI,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
151,  serving  all  intermediate  points  in 
routes  (1)  through  (15)  above,  and  pmnte 
in  Brown,  Calumet,  Fond  du  Lac, 
Marinette,  Oconto,  Outagaoie,  Portage, 
Waupaca,  Waushara,  Winnebago, 

Wood  Counties,  WL  as  off-route  pmats. 

MC  33641  (Sub-157F),  filed  Deceubn' 

15, 1980.  Applicant:  IML  FREIGHT,  INC, 
10  Exchange  Place,  Salt  Lake  City,  LIT 
84111.  Representative:  Eldon  E.  Bresee 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  serving  points  in  Spokane 
County,  WA  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 

MC  58851  (Sub-5F),  filed  December  16, 
1980.  Applicant:  RUDOLF  EXPRESS 
CO.,  a  corporation,  1650  Armour  Rd., 
Bourbonnais,  IL  60914.  Representative: 
Carl  L  Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Chicago,  IL,  and  Milwaukee, 
WI,  over  U.S.  Hwy  41,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Kenosha,  WI. 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tadc  the  above 
requested  authority  with  its  existing 
authority. 

MC  58851  (Sub-6F),  filed  December  16. 
1980.  Applicant:  RUDOLF  EXPRESS 
CO.,  a  corporation,  1650  Armour  Road, 
Bourbonnais,  IL  60914.  Representative- 
Carl  L  Steiner,  39  South  l^Salle  SU 
Chicago,  EL  60603.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  those  points  in  LA 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  61  and  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Hwy  30. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  this 
authority  with  this  existing  authority  at 
Davenport,  lA. 

MC  135410  (Sub-117F),  filed  December 

15, 1980.  Applicant:  COURTNEY  J. 
MUNSON,  d.b.a.  MUNSON  TRUCKING, 
North  6th  St.,  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Monmouth,  IL  61462.  Representative: 
Daniel  O.  Hands,  Suite  200,  205  W. 
Touhy  Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  The  Quaker  Oats  Company. 

MC  142941  (Sub-74F),  filed  December 

15, 1980.  Applicant:  SCARBOROUGH 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6716, 
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Phoenix,  AZ  85005.  Representative: 

Doug  W.  Sinclair  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  charcoal 
and  charcoal  briquettes,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  • 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodites  in  (1),  between  Branson, 
MO,  Dickinson,  ND,  Pachuta,  MS, 

Scotia,  NY,  and  White  City,  OR,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  151741  (Sub-3F),  filed  December 

16, 1980.  Applicant:  D.  E.  WILLOUGHBY 
TRUCKING,  R.  R.  No.  7— Box  393, 
Columbus,  IN  47201,  Representative:  S. 
Willoughby  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  electric  motors  and  parts 
for  electric  motors,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  A.O.  Smith  Corporation,  of  Mt. 
Sterling,  KY. 

MC  152480  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  J.  JACK  WILMOTH, 
d.b.a.  WILMOTH  TRUCKING  1518  NW 
1st  St.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106. 
Representative:  J.  Jack  Wilmoth  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  to  Houston,  TX,  and  points  in  Lake 
County,  CO,  Mineral  County,  MT,  and 
Santa  Barbara  County,  CA. 

Vol.  No.  OPI-114 

Decided:  December  31, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  1, 
Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones. 

MC  29910  (Sub-315F),  filed  December 

22. 1980.  Applicant:  ABF  FREIGHT 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  301  South  Eleventh  St., 
Fort  Smith,  AR  72901.  Representative: 
Joseph  K.  Reber  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  Magnolia,  AR,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant's 
otherwise  authorized  regular-route 
operations. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  78400  (Sub-97F),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  BEAUFORT 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  151, 
Gerald,  MO  63037.  Representative: 
Earnest  A.  Brooks  II,  1301  Ambassador 
Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101.  Transporting 
containers  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  containers, 
between  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
east  of  ID,  UT,  and  AZ. 

MC  103490  (Sub-86F),  filed  December 

16, 1980.  Applicant:  PRO  VAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.  210  Mill  Street, 
Newburgh,  NY  12550.  Representative: 


Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  1832,  Two  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Transporting  petroleum  products  and 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
ME,  NH,  VT,  CT,  MA.  RI,  NY,  NJ,  PA, 

DE,  and  MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  111231  (Sub-329F),  filed  December 

22. 1980.  Applicant:  JONES  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  610  East  Emma  Ave., 
Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative: 
Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  43,  510  North 
Greenwood  Ave.,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72902. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  and  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
between  the  facilities  of  MTD  Products, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Brownsville,  TN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

MC  142310  (Sub-31F),  filed  December 

15. 1980.  Applicant:  H.  O.  WOLDING, 
INC.,  Box  56,  Nelsonville,  WI  54458. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
E.  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Transporting  (1)  foundry  products  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  foundry  products,  between  Marinette 
and  Waupaca,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX, 

MC  143300  (Sub-7F),  filed  December 

15. 1980.  Applicant:  J.  C.  WOOLDRIDGE. 
INC.,  Route  7,  Box  43,  Martinsville,  VA 
24112.  Representative:  Terrell  C.  Clark. 
P.O.  Box  25,  Stanleytown,  VA  24168. 
Transporting  new  furniture,  between 
points  in  Henry  County,  Va,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Nassau,  New  York,  Queens,  and 
Westchester  Coimties,  NY,  and  Bergen, 
Essex,  Hudson,  Middlesex,  Monmouth, 
Morris,  Passaic,  and  Union  Counties,  NJ. 

MC  145441  (Sub-133F),  filed  December 

16. 1980.  Applicant:  A.C.B.  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  513(),  North  Little  Rock, 
AR  72119.  Representative:  Ralph  E. 
Bradbury  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  alcoholic  beverages 
(except  in  bulk),  between  points  in  KY, 
TN.  CA,  Ml  and  NJ. 

MC  145890  (Sub-2F),  filed  December 

16, 1980.  Applicant:  EUGENE  W.  BELL. 
d.b.a.  BELL  TRUCKING,  525  Florida 
Avenue,  Reading,  PA  19605. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills. 
CA  90211.  Transporting  (1)  primary 
metal  products  and  fabricated  metal 
products,  as  described  in  Items  33  and 
34,  respectively,  of  the  Standard 
Transportation  Commodity  Code  Tariff, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 


above,  between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Carpenter 
Technology  Corporation,  of  Reading, 

PA. 

MC  151731  (Sub-lF),  filed  November  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  CTJ  TRANSFER,  INC., 
5912  Murray  Ave.,  Bethel  Park,  PA 
15102,  Representative:  John  C.  Fudesco, 
1333  New  Hampshire  Ave.,  NW.,  Suite 
960,  Washington,  DC  20036. 

Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
cosmetics,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Avon 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Newark,  DE. 

MC  153261  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

19. 1980.  Applicant:  SADLER 
TRUCKING,  INC,,  Route  30,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64149.  Representative:  Arthur 
J.  Cerra,  2100  CharterBank  Center,  P.O, 
Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 
Transporting  steel  coils,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Slitco  Steel  Corporation,  of  Kansas 
City,  KS. 

Vol.  No.  OP2-148 

Decided;  January  5, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Chandler,  Eaton,  and  Liberman. 

MC  145593  (Sub-lOF),  filed  December 

24. 1980.  Applicant:  HAROLD  SHULL 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1533, 
Hickory,  NC  28601.  Representative:  Fran 
Finley,  1050  21st  Ave.,  NW  #31, 

Hickory,  NC  28601.  Transporting  (1) 
furniture  and  furniture  parts,  from 
points  in  Buncombe  County,  NC,  to 
points  in  OH  and  MI,  (2)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  furniture  and  furniture 
parts  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  in 
the  reverse  direction,  and  (3)  (a)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  or  used  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Urbana,  OH  to  Charlotte,  NC,  and 
Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  147833  (Sub-3F),  filed  December 

29. 1980.  Applicant:  FLASH 
TRANSPORTATION  &  LEASING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  82  Landon  Street, 
Buffalo,  NY  14208.  Representative: 
Charles  C.  Flagg  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
points  in  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL. 

MC  151333  (Sub-lF),  filed  December 

24. 1980.  Applicant:  PASCUZZO  & 
HONEYMAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  5127  S. 
Maywood  Ave.,  Maywood,  CA  90270. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90211.  Transporting  general 
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commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
moving  on  bills  of  lading  issued  by 
freight  forwarders,  as  dehned  in  49 
U.S.C.  Section  10102(8)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  between  points  in  CA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NM,  NV,  OR, 
TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovicb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1222  Tiled  1-1».81;  &A5  aro| 

BILLING  CODE  703S-«1-M 


[Volume  No.  OP2-143] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions 

Decided:  December  19, 1980. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.247. 
Special  rule  247  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  July  3, 1980,  at  45  FR 
45539. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.247(B).  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modibed 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 


statements  filed  on  or  before  March  2, 
1981  (or,  if  the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed)  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notice  that 
the  decision-notice  is  effective.  On  or 
before  March  16, 1981  applicant  may  file 
a  verified  statement  in  rebuttal  to  any 
statement  in  oppositioiL 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier,  and  Hill. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovicb, 

Secretary. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract”. 

MC  76262  (Sub-5F),  filed  December  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  WEIR-COVE  MOVING 
&  STORAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  4224 
Freedom  Way,  Weirton,  WV;  26062. 
Representative:  William  J.  Lavelle,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15219.Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel 
articles,  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
and  (3)  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  W’V,  OH,  PA,  those 
points  in  MD  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  40,  those 
points  in  MI  south  of  Ml  Hwy  55,  and 
those  points  in  NY  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NY-CT  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  44  to 
Kerhonkson,  NY,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
209  to  Wurtsboro,  NY,  then  along  NY 
Hwry  17  to  Monticello,  NY,  and  then 
along  NY  Hwy  17B  to  junction  NY  Hwy 
52,  then  along  NY  Hwy  52  to  NY  Hw’y 
97,  then  along  NY  Hwy  97  to 
Narrowsburg,  NY. 

ire  Doc.  80-1223  Filed  1-13-81;  8«  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carrier  Temporary  Authority 
Application 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  10928  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  two 
(2)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Office 
named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication  no  later  than  the  15th 


calendar  day  after  the  date  the  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC”  docket  and  "Sub"  munber  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amoimt 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
available  and  the  amount  and  type  of 
equipment  it  will  make  available  for  use 
in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application. 

The  weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be 
governed  by  the  completeness  and 
pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  efiect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Note. — All  applications  seek  aothorily  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 
Notice  No.  F-86 

The  following  applications  vere  filed 
in  region  2:  Send  protests  to:  ICG 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  Building.  101  N. 

7lh  St.,  Rm.  620,  Philadelphia,  PA  19106. 

MC  8958  (Sub-II-lOTA),  filed 
December  18, 1980.  Applicant  THE 
YOUNGSTOWN  CARTAGE  CO.,  825 
West  Federal  Street,  Youngstown,  OH 
44501.  Representative:  James  W. 
Muldoon,  50  W.  Broad  St.,  Columbus, 

OH  43215.  Transporting  (1)  Metals, 
metal  products  (except  metal  containers 
used  in  the  food  and  beverage  industry), 
machinery  and  machinery  parts,  except 
commodities  in  bulk;  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  except 
commodities  in  bulk;  and  (3) 
contractors  ’  and  builders  ’  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies,  except 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  m  IN,  KY,  MD,  NJ,  NY.  NG 
OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA  and  WV  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority. 

Supporting  shipper(s):l.  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corp.,  Bethlehem,  PA  18016;  2.  Van 
Huffel  Tube  Corp.,  Dietz  Rd.,  Warren, 


3294 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


OH  44483;  3.  SKF  Industries,  Inc.,  Happy 
Valley  Rd.,  Glasgow,  KY  42141;  4. 
Worthington  Steel  Co.,  1127  Dearborn 
Dr.,  Columbus,  OH  43085;  5.  Columbus 
Auto  Parts  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2005, 

Columbus,  OH  43211;  6.  Perfection 
Cobey  Co„  Div.  Harsco  Corp.,  644  Grove 
St.,  Gabon,  OH  44833;  7.  Hobart  Bros. 

Co.,  600  W.  Main  St.,  Troy,  OH  45373;  8. 
Birdsboro  Corp.,  Birdsboro,  PA  19508;  9. 
Commercial  Shearing,  Inc.,  1775  Logan 
Ave.,  Youngstown,  OH  44505;  10. 
Columbus  Steel  Supply  Co.,  1000 
Bonham  Ave.,  Columbus,  OH  43211;  11. 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh  Steel  Corp.,  P.O. 

Box  118,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15230;  12. 

Lukens  Steel  Co.,  Coatsville,  PA  19330; 

13.  Custom  Mill  Products,  P.O.  Box 
20348.  Columbus,  OH  43220;  14.  Marion 
Power  Shovel,  Div.  Dresser  Industries, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  505,  Marion,  OH  43302;  15. 
Oglebay  Norton  Co.,  1200  Hanna  Bldg., 
Cleveland,  OH  44115;  16.  Price  Bros.  Co., 
367  West  Second  St.,  Dayton,  OH  45401; 
17.  MTD  Products,  Inc.,  5965  Grafton 
Rd.,  Cleveland,  OH;  18.  Peabody  Gabon 
Div.,  Peabody  International  Corp.,  500 
Sherman  St.  Gabon,  OH  44833;  19.  Nucor 
Steel  Div.,  Nucor  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  525, 
Darlington,  SC  29532;  20.  Midwest 
Materials,  3687  Shepard  Rd.,  Perry  OH 
44081;  21.  Syro  Steel  Co.,  1170  W.  State 
St.,  Girard,  OH  44420;  22.  Mahoning 
Metals  Co.,  8624  Deer  Creek  Ln.,  N.E., 
Warren,  OH  44484;  23.  Sthenia  Steel,  714 
Clifton  Ave.,  Clifton,  NJ  07015;  24. 
American  Spring  Wire  Corp.,  26300 
Miles  Rd.,  Bedford,  OH;  25.  Dykerhoff  & 
Widmann  Co.,  Beaver  Brook  Rd., 

Lincoln  Park,  NJ  07035;  26.  Demsey  & 
Associates,  23611  Chagrin  Blvd., 
Beachwood,  OH  44122;  27.  National 
Rolling  Mills,  Inc.,  Malvern,  PA;  28. 
Cleveland  Metal  Abrasive,  Inc.,  26250 
Euclid,  Ave.,  Euclid,  OH  44132;  29.  Bliss 
&  Laughbn  Steel,  900  West  Smith  Rd., 
Medina,  OH  44256;  30.  Eaton  Corp.,  100 
Erieview  Plaza,  Cleveland,  OH  44114;  31. 
Servisteel  Corp.,  4920  French  Creek  Rd., 
Lorain,  OH. 

MC  143559  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant;  MODERN 
TRANSFORATION  SERVICES,  INC., 
8192  Newington  Rd.,  Newington,  VA 
22122.  Representative:  Joan  Pascavage 
(same  as  applicant).  Household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  between  pts. 
in  AL,  CT,  DE,  DC.  FL,  GA.  KY,  MD,  MS, 
NJ.  NY.  NC.  OH,  PA.  RI,  SC.  TN.  VA, 
and  WV  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s);  Department  of  Defense,  Joint 
Personal  Property  Shipping  Office, 
Cameron  Station,  Alexandria,  VA  22314. 

MC  151707  (Sub-II-8TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1105  N.  Market  St. 
(15th  Floor).  Wilmington.  DE  19801. 
Representative:  Dennis  Kupchik  (same 


as  applicant).  Carbonated  Beverages 
and  Materials  and  Supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  between  Detroit, 

MI.  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  points  in  and  east  of 
KS.  MN.  NE.  OK.  SD.  and  TX.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Faygo 
Beverages,  Inc.  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Faygo 
Beverages,  Inc.,  3579  Gratiot  Ave., 

Detroit,  MI  48207. 

MC  151707  (Sub-II-7TA),  filed  January 
2. 1981.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1105  N.  Market  St., 
(15th  Floor),  Wilmington,  DE  19801. 
Representative:  Dennis  Kupchik  (same 
as  applicant).  Compounds, 

Disinfectants,  Softeners,  Insecticides, 
Materials,  Supplies,  and  Equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  fAereo/ between  points  in 
the  US  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Texize,  Division  of  MortonNorwich  for 
270  days.  Shipper:  Texize,  Division  of 
MortonNorwich,  P.O.  Box  368, 

Greenville,  SC  29602. 

MC  136077  (Sub-II-5TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  REBER 
CORP.,  2216  Old  Arch  Rd.,  Norristown, 
PA  19401.  Representative:  Sheri  B. 
Friedman,  1600  Land  Title  Bldg.,  100  S. 
Broad  St.,  Phila.,  PA  19110.  Flyash,  from 
the  terminals  of  National  Minerals  Corp. 
at  Westmoreland  County,  Indiana 
County  and  Berks  County,  PA  to  pts.  in 
OH,  VA,  and  WV  for  270  days. 

Applicant  intends  to  tack  authority 
sought  herein  with  authority  held  under 
MC-136077.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
National  Minerals  Corp.,  R.D.  No.  4,  Box 
189-B,  Indiana,  PA  15101. 

MC  121372  (Sub-II-4TA).  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  EXPRESS 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  1217  Dalton  St., 
Cincinnati,  OH  45203.  Representative: 
Norbert  B.  Flick,  715  Executive  Bldg., 
Cincinnati,  OH  45202.  (1)  Iron  and  Steel 
Articles  and  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture,  processing,  sale  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  from  Darlington  and 
Georgetown,  SC  to  points  in  KY,  MI, 

OH,  PA.  TN.  WV.  VA  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Frederick  Steel  Co.,  200  W,  Northbend 
Rd.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45216. 

MC  21684  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant: 

CHARLES  E.  DANBURY  CO..  292  S.  5th 
St.,  Williamsburg,  OH  45176. 
Representative:  Gordon  A.  Fenner,  P.O. 
Box  8402,  6000  Gum  Springs  Rd., 
Longview,  TX.  75607.  Contract:  Irregular. 
Commercial  motor  vehicle  trailers  and 
related  commodities,  between  the 
facilities  of  Lufkin  Industries,  Inc., 


Lufkin  Trailer  Div  on  the  one  hand;  and 
all  pts.  In  the  continental  US  on  the 
other  hand,  for  270  days.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Lufkin  Industries,  Inc.,  Lufkin 
Trailer  Div,  P.O.  Box  848,  Lufkin,  TX. 
75901. 

MC  152509  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  January 
2, 1981.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  CO.. 

1370  Ontario  St.,  Cleveland,  OH  44101. 
Representative:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz, 
Suite  501, 1730  M  St.,  NW.,  Wash.,  DC 
20036.  Contract,  Irregular:  General 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives)  under 
continuing  contracts  with  the  Sherwin- 
Williams  Co.  and  United  Freight,  Inc., 
between  pts.  in  the  US,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  United 
Freight,  Inc.,  1260  Southern  Rd.,  Morrow, 
GA  30260;  The  Sherwin  Williams  Co„ 

P.O.  Box  6875,  Cleveland,  OH  44115. 

MC  116763  (Sub-II-51TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  CARL 
SUBLER  TRUCKING.  INC.,  NORTH 
WEST  ST.,  VERSAILLES:  OH  45380. 
Representative:  Gary  J.  Jira  (same  as 
applicant).  General  Commodities 
(except  household  goods,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  and  Classes  A  &  B 
explosives),  and  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles)  (Standard  Transportation 
Commodity  Code  No.  51),  between  all 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Ray-O-Vac,  a  Corporation  of  Inco 
Electro-Energy,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Ray-O-Vac,  a  corporation  of 
Inco  Electro-Energy,  101  East 
Washington  Ave.,  Madison,  WI  53703. 

MC  116763  (Sub-II-50TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  CARL 
SUBLER  TRUCKING.  INC.,  North  West 
St.,  Versailles,  OH  45380. 

Representative:  Gary  J.  Jira  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Foodstuffs 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  New  Orleans,  LA,  to  all 
points  in  the  US  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA, 
MO,  OK  and  TX.  Restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Sampco,  Inc.,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Sampco,  Inc.,  221  North  La 
Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 

MC  150954  (Sub-II-lOTA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  TRAVIS 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  123  Coulter 
Ave.,  Ardmore,  PA  19003. 
Representative:  William  E.  Collier,  8918 
Tesoro  Drive,  Suite  515,  San  Antonio, 

TX  78217.  Processed  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Supreme  Meals,  Inc., 
McAllen,  TX  to  Los  Angeles,  CA; 
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Chicago,  IL;  New  Orleans,  LA  and  New 
York,  NY,  for  270  days.  Underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(8):  Eric  Diaz, 

Supreme  Meals,  Inc.,  2601  Zinna  Street. 
McAllen.  TX  78501. 

MC  153336  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
SNYDER  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  13  Hibernia  Rd.,  Brandamore,  PA 
19316.  Representative:  Rolfe  C.  Marsh, 

295  South  Newtown  Street  Rd.,  Benson 
Bldg.,  Site  1001,  Newtown,  Square,  PA 
19073.  Non-woven,  material  and 
accessory  products  used  in  the 
manufacturing  of,  between  Chester 
County,  PA  and  MD,  DE,  NJ  and  New 
York  City  and  Long  Island,  NY  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Irving 
Textile  ftoducts  Inc.,  Valley  Ave., 

Atglen,  PA  19310. 

MC  2041  (Sub-n-2TA),  filed  January  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  RIVER  BEND 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY.  Sunset  Ave., 
North  Bend,  OH  45052.  Representative: 
David  F.  Boehm.  2208  Central  Trust 
Tower,  Cincinnati,  OH  45202.  Non- 
ferrous  metals  between  Cincinnati,  OH 
commercial  zone  and  points  in  KY,  IL. 

IN,  OH,  MI,  and  WV,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipperjs):  ASARCO  Inc., 

611  Olive  St.,  Suite  1755,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63101. 

The  following  protests  were  filed  in 
Region  4.  Send  protests  to:  Consumer 
Assistance  Center,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  219  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Room  1304,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  63101  (Sub-4-2),  filed  December 

31. 1980.Applicant:  KEENE’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1019  East  Avenue, 
Tomah,  WI  54660.Representative:  James 
A.  Spiegel.  Olde  Towne  Office  Park, 

6425  Odana  Road,  Madison,  WI  53719. 
Common:  irregular;  automotive  parts 
and  supplies  from  the  Minneapolis/St. 
Paul,  MN,  Commercial  Zone  to  points  in 
WI.  Restriction:  Restricted  to  shipments 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Carquest, 
d.b.a.  General  Trading  Company.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Carquest, 
d.b.a.  General  Trading  Company,  475 
North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN  55104. 

MC  69901  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.Applicant:  COURIER- 
NEWSOM  EXPRESS.  INC.,  2820  N. 
National  Road,  Box  270,  Columbus,  IN 
47201.Representative:  Joel  H.  Steiner,  39 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.Com7non  carrier:  Regular  route; 
Electric  Motors  and  Electric  Motor 
Parts,  serving  points  in  Kent  County,  MI 
as  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  existing  regular  route 
operations.  Note:  Applicant  intends  to 
tack  the  above  authority  with  its 
existing  operating  authorities.Supporting 


shipper:  Athens  Products  Corp.,  Division 
White  Westinghouse,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Athens,  TN  37303. 

MC  143291  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.Applicant:  RAYLS 
BROTHERS  TRANSFER.  INC.,  Route  1 
North,  Box  342,  Hoopseton,  IL 
60942.Representative:  William  J.  Boyd. 
2021  Midwest  Road,  Suite  205,  Oak 
Brook,  IL  dOSZl.Contract,  Irregular 
General  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  from  the  facilities  of  Dry 
Storage  Corp.  in  the  Chicago,  IL 
Commercial  Zone,  to  points  and  places 
in  IN,  OH  and  MI.Supporting  shipper 
Dry  Storage  Corp.,  2005  West  43rd 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60609. 

MC  115651  (Sub-4-14),  filed  January  2. 
1981.Applicant:  KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7222 
Cunningham  Road,  P.O.  Box  39, 

Rockford,  IL  61105.Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  Ames,  Hill  &  Ames, 

P.C.,  805  McLachen  Bank  Building,  666 
Eleventh  Street,  N.W.,  Washii^ton,  D.C. 
20001. Co/nmo/i.  irregular,  liquid  and  dry 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  from  Crescent  City,  H, 
to  all  points  and  places  in  IN,  OH,  MI. 
and  V^.Supporting  shipper:  Chevron 
Chemical  Co.,  P.O.  Box  282,  Ft.  Madison, 
lA  52627. 

MC  124221  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant: 

HOWARD  BAER,  an  individual.  P;0. 

Box  47,  Morton,  IL  61550. 

Representative:  Robert  W.  Loser,  1101 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Bldg.,  320  N. 
Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Cincinnati  and  Springdale,  OH,  to 
points  in  IL  and  MO.  Supporting  shipper. 
John  Morrell  &  Co.,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  150133  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  DDI 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Suite  501,  651  E. 
Butterfield  Rd.,  Lombard,  IL  60148. 
Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer,  Suite 
423, 1511  K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  (1)  Printed  matter,  and  (2) 
materials,  products  and  supplies  used  or 
distributed  by  producers  and 
distributors  of  printed  matter,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
There  are  15  supporting  shipper. 

MC  138493  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  JAKUM 
TRUCKING  INC.,  Rural  Route  2.  Miley 
Road,  Sheboygan  Falls,  WI  53085. 


Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  Gilman  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Contract;  irregular.  Alcoholic  beverages 
from  points  in  CA  to  Fond  du  Lac,  WI 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Badger  Liquor  Co.  Inc.  An  imderlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority.  Badger 
Liquor  Co.  Inc.,  850  South  Morris  Street 
Fond  du  Lac,  WI  54935. 

MC  128543  (Sub-4-8TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  CRESCO 
LINES,  INC.,  13900  South  Keeler 
Avenue,  Crestwood,  IL  60445. 
Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract:  irregular;  Lumber  and  forest 
products,  from  points  in  OR,  WA,  ID, 

MT,  and  CA,  to  points  in  MI,  OH,  IL,  IN, 
WI,  MN,  lA,  and  MO,  under  contract 
with  AIFP  Trading  Group,  Inc.,  and  its 
subsidiary  companies,  under  contract 
with  AIFP  Trading  Group,  Inc. 

Supporting  shipper  AIFP  Trading 
Group,  Inc.,  10490  S.W.  Eastridge, 
Portland,  OR  97225. 

MC  148323  (Sub-4-1),  filed  December 

30, 1980.  Applicant:  A.  B.  &  K. 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  5535  Walter  Avenue, 
Hammond,  IN  46320.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Contract; 
irregular.  Paper  and  paper  products  from 
Massillon,  OH  to  Chicago.  IL. 

Restriction:  Restricted  to  service  to  be 
performed  under  continuing  contracts 
with  Cleaners  Hanger  Company  of 
Massillon,  OH.  Supporting  shipper 
Cleaners  Hanger  Co.,  670  N.W.  17th  St. 
P.O.  Box  453,  Massillon.  OH  44626. 

MC  6964  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed  December 

30. 1980.  Applicant:  MID  WEST  MOTOR 
SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA. 
INC.,  219  Maple  St.,  Joliet  IL.  60432. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Larson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  General 
Commodities,  from,  to,  and  between 
points  in  IL,  IN.  OH.  PA.  NY.  NJ.  CN.  RI. 
MA.  MD,  KY.  TN.  GA.  FL,  AR.  TX,  OK. 
MO.  NE.  KS.  MN.  WI.  NM.  AZ.  CA.  OR, 
WA.  UT.  lA.  AL,  LA,  MI.  There  are  16 
supporting  shippers. 

MC  113434  (Sub-4-7TA).  filed 
December  30. 1980.  Applicant:  GRA- 
BELL  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1001, 
A5253  144th  Ave.,  Holland,  MI  49423. 
Representative:  Roger  Van  Wyk,  P.O. 
Box  1001,  A5253  144th  Ave.,  Holland, 

Ml.  49423.  Common;  irregular  plastic 
containers  and  accessories  from  Port 
Clinton,  OH  to  Franklin,  KY;  St.  Louis. 
MO  and  Chicago,  IL.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper  Aim  Packaging,  Inc.,  Erie 
Industrial  Park,  P.O.  Box  278,  Port 
Clinton.  OH  43452. 

MC  145944  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed  January 

2. 1980.  Applicant:  H  &  N  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  148,  Cottage  Grove,  WI 
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53527.  Representative;  James  A.  Spiegel, 
Olde  Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana 
Road,  Madison,  WI 53719.  Contract; 
irregular,  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  such 
commodities  between  points  in  IL,  LA, 

IN,  MI,  MN  and  WI.  Restriction: 
restricted  to  transportation  performed 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Lien 
Oil  Company,  Inc,  Supporting  shipper: 
Lien  Oil  Company,  Inc.,  Box  231, 

Highway  14  By-Pass,  Janesville,  WI 
53545. 

MC  152284  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  January 

2. 1980.  Applicant:  INDIANA  HEAVY  & 
SPECIALIZED  CARRIER,  INC.,  Route  1, 
Wilson  Ave.,  Madison,  IN  47250. 
Representative:  Stephen  M.  Gentry,  1502 
Main  St.,  Speedway,  IN  46224.  Contract, 
irregular:  General  commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  and  classes  A  &  B 
explosivesj  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HIJ.  Restricted  to  traffic 
moving  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Rotary  Lift,  a  Division  of  Dover 
Corporation.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper. 
Rotary  Lift,  a  Division  of  Dover 
Corporation,  2700  Lanier  Ave.,  Madison, 
IN  47250. 

MC  153404  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  January 

5. 1980.  Applicant:  DANE'S  EXPRESS 
LINE,  INC.,  a  Wisconsin  corporation, 

515  W.  Pittsburgh  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin  53202.  Representative: 
Thomas  G.  Schober,  Esq.,  15525  W, 
National  Avenue,  Post  Office  Box  65, 
New  Berlin,  Wisconsin  53151.  General 
commodities  in  interstate  commerce 
between  points  within  WI  moving  on  a 
Freight-Forwarder  bill  of  lading  for 
Lifschultz  Fast  Freight,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Lifschultz  Fast  Freight.  Inc.,  515 
W.  Kttsburgh  Ave.,  Milwaukee.  WI. 

MC  106674  (Sub-4-39TAJ.  filed 
January  5, 1981.Applicant:  SCHILLl 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  IN  47977.Represenfative: 
Jerry  L.  Johnson  (Vice  President). 
Lumber  from  the  Ports  of  Entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  Lines  between 
the  U.S.  and  Canada  located  in  Ml  and 
NY  to  points  in  DE,  IL.  IN.  KY,  MD.  MI. 
MO,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA.  TN,  VA  and 
WV.  An  underlying  ETA  seeking  120 
days  authority.  Supporting  shipper 
Green  Forest  Lumber  Ltd.,  250  Merton 
Street,  Toronto,  Ontario,  CANADA  M4S 
2Y6. 

MC  105045  (Sub-4-25),  filed  December 

29. 1980.  Applicant;  R.  L.  JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  1020 
Pennsylvania  St.,  Evansville,  IN 
47701.Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC, 


20005.  Commodities,  the  transportation 
of  which,  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
special  handling,  between  points  in  CA, 
AZ.  NV,  N’M,  OR,  WA,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  IL, 
lA.  OH.  WV,  PA,  MI,  MO,  WI,  MD,  AL. 
GA,  and  KY;  (2J  between  points  in  MS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  AL 
and  WI.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are 
no  supporting  shippers.  The  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  substitute  direct 
service  in  lieu  of  a  deteriorating 
interchange  service,  also  to  conserve 
energy  resources,  eliminate  wasted 
mileage  and  provide  a  more  economical 
and  efficient  transportation  servuce  to 
the  public. 

MC  153225  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant: 

BRAINERD  RECREATIONAL  SUPPLY. 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  311,  Brainerd,  MN  56401. 
Representative:  William  J.  Gambucci, 
Suite  M-20,  400  Marquette  Ave,, 
Minneapolis,  MN  ^hWl.Contract 
irregular:  Marine  and  recreational 
products,  from  Topeka,  IN  to  points  in 
WI,  MN,  SD,  and  ND,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Starcraft 
Marine  &  RV,  a  Division  of  Bangor  Punta 
Corporation,  Topeka,  IN.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper.  Starcraft  Marine  & 
RV,  a  Division  of  Bangor  Punta  Corp., 
West  Michigan  Street,  Topeka,  IN  46571. 

MC  108185  (Sub-4-14TA).  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant:  JACK 
COLE-DIXIE  HIGHWAY  COMPANY. 
2625  Territorial  Road,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Iron  or  Steel,  plate  or  sheet,  NOI, 
galvanized,  lacquered,  leaded,  painted, 
primed,  tarred  or  plain,  from  the  Plant 
Site  of  Interstate  Steel  Corp.,  Inc.,  at 
Marietta,  GA  to  Daytona  Beach,  Miami 
and  Tallevast,  FL.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  Interstate  Steel  Corp.,  Inc.,  401 
W.  Touhy,  Des  Plaines,  IL. 

MC  121795  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  January 

2. 1981,  Applicant:  LAKESHORE 
WAREHOUSE,  INC.,  12010  Toepfer 
Road,  Warren,  MI  48089.  Representative: 
William  B.  Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile 
Road,  St.  Clair  Shores,  MI  48080. 
Commodities,  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  OH.  Supporting 
shipper:  Hercules  Incorporated,  814 
Commerce  Drive,  Oakbrook,  IL  60521. 

MC  117165  (Sub-4-3TA),  filed  January 

2. 1981.  Applicant:  ST.  LOUIS  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2140,  Michigan 
City,  IN  46360.  Representative:  James  M. 
Hodge,  1980  financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  Common  carrier, 
irregular  routes,  (1)  panel  products  and 


component  parts,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  Teutopolis,  IL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  MO, 

AR,  and  LA  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper(s):  Stevens 
Laminated  Products  Division,  Stevens 
Cabinets,  Inc.,  704  West  Main  Street, 
Teutopolis,  IL  62467. 

MC  117165  (Sub-4-4TAJ,  filed  January 

5, 1981.  Applicant;  ST.  LOUIS  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2140  Michigan 
City,  IN  46460.  Representative:  James  M. 
Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  Lumber,  lumber 
products  and  millwork,  from  Cadillac, 

MI  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  OH,  PA  and 
WV  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  St.  Louis  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  2140,  Michigan  City,  IN  46360. 

MC  106675  (Sub-4-40TA),  filed 
January  5, 1981.  Applicant:  SCHILLl 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  IN  47977.  Representative: 
Jerry  L.  Johnson  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Metal  ingots  from 
Metropolitan  Alloys  Corporation  at 
Detroit,  MI  to  points  in  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
MD,  MO,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  TN,  VA. 
and  WV.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 
day  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Metropolitan  Alloys  Corporation,  17385 
Ryan  Road,  Detroit,  MI  48212. 

MC  51146  (Sub-4-58TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant: 
SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2298,  Green  Bay,  WI  54306. 
Representative:  Matthew  J.  Reid  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Cellulose 
products  from  the  facilities  of  Green  Bay 
Papers  at  or  near  Holyoke,  MA  to  points 
in  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  MD,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA, 
RI,  SC,  VA,  and  DC.  Supporting  shipper: 
Green  Bay  Papers,  56  Canal  Street, 
Holyoke,  MA  01040. 

MC  118696  (Sub-4-31),  filed  December 

30, 1980.  Applicant:  FEREE  FURNITURE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  252  Wildwood  Road 
Hammond,  IN  46324.  Representative: 
John  F.  Wickes,  Jr.,  1301  Merchants 
Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
(except  in  bulk)  of  reprocessed  matal 
products,  between  points  in  Washington 
County,  IN;  Burlington  County,  NJ; 
Sumner  County,  TN;  Loudon  County, 

TN;  Carbon  County,  PA;  Washington 
County,  PA  and  Cambria  county,  PA,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper;  Helsel 
Metallurgical,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  68,  State 
Road  60,  Campbell sburg,  IN  47108. 

MC  118696  (Sub-4-32),  filed  December 

30, 1980.  Applicant:  FERREE 
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FURNITURE  EXPRESS,  INC.,  252 
Wildwood  Road,  Hammond,  IN  46324. 
Representative:  John  F.  Wickes,  Jr.,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Electrical  applicances,  equipment  and 
parts  thereto:  televisions,  radios, 
stereos,  tape  recorders,  computers  and 
calculators,  security  systems,  cabinet 
speakers  and  stereo  speakers,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
thereof,  between  Chicago,  IL  and  its 
commercial  zone:  Green  County,  MO; 
Vanderburgh  County,  IN;  Hidalgo 
County,  TX;  Northumberland  County, 

PA;  Edgar  County,  IL;  and  Berrien 
County,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE. 
KS,  OK,  and  TX,  for  270  days. 

Supporting  shipper:  Zenith  Radio 
Corporation,  1900  N.  Austin,  Chicago,  IL 
60609. 

MC  108937  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant:  MURPHY 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323 
Terminal  Road,  St.  Paul,  MN  55113. 
Representative:  Jerry  E.  Hess,  Attorney- 
at-Law,  P.O.  Box  43640,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55164.  Common  irregular.  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment]. 
Serving  the  states  of  AR,  TX,  VA,  and 
WV,  as  off-route  points  in  conjunction 
with  applicant's  regular  route  authority, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  The  Kroger 
Co.,  its  affiliates  or  subsidiaries. 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Kroger  Co.,  1014 
Vine  St.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45201. 

MC  145807  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  THOMAS 
A.  HART  and  KENNETH  GRAMS  d.b.a. 
DERBY  TRANSPORT,  609  First  Avenue 
North,  Box  695,  Weybum,  Sask.,  Canada 
S4H IPI.  Representative:  James  B. 
Hovland,  Suite  M-20,  400  Marquette 
Ave.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401.  Fertilizer 
(except  liquid),  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boimdary  Line 
between  the  U.S.  and  CA.  located  at  or 
near  Portal  and  Northgate,  ND  and 
Noyes,  MN  to  points  in  ND,  SD,  NE,  WI, 
MN,  IL,  MO,  KS,  MT  and  WY,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kalium 
Chemicals,  a  Division  of  PPG  Industries, 
Canada,  Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  20623,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64195. 

MC  151087  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  AREA 
INTERSTATE  TRUCKING,  INC.,  15224 
Dixie  Highway,  Harvey,  IL  60426. 
Representative:  Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39 
South  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract  Irregular.  Iron  and  Steel 
Articles  between  points  in  MN,  WI,  IL, 


IN,  OH,  MI,  PA,  KY,  TN,  lA,  MO,  NY, 

NJ,  and  MD,  under  continuing 
contract(s]  with  Viking  Meterials,  Ina 
and  its  wholly-owned  subsidiary, 
Viking/Caine  Steel  Corp.  and  Lock  Joint 
Tube  Co.,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Lock  Joint  Tube  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
239,  South  Bend,  IN  46624;  and  Viking 
Materials,  Inc.  and  Viking/Caine  Steel 
Corp.  (a  wholly-owned  subsidiary),  5620 
Smetana  Drive,  Suite  220,  Minnetonka, 
MN  55343. 

MC  153197  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  January 

2. 1981.  Applicant  ILLINOIS  AUTO 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  d.b.a.  AUTO 
DELIVERY  CO.,  706  Center  Street  Des 
Plaines,  IL  60016.  Representative:  Keith 
G.  O’Brien,  Wheeler  &  Wheeler,  1729  R 
Street,  N.W.,  Suite  200,  Washington, 

D.C.  20006.  Common,  irregular.  Motor 
vehicles,  except  those  over  %  ton 
capacity  in  secondary  movements,  in 
driveaway  service  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  There  are  nine  (9)  supporting 
shippers. 

MC  30837  (Sub-4-9TA),  filed  January 

5. 1981.  Applicant  KENOSHA  AUTO 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  4314 
39th  Avenue,  Kenosha,  WI  53142. 
Representative:  Albert  P.  Barber  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  (a)  fi-om  Howard 
County,  MD  to  points  in  DE,  DC,  MD,  NJ, 
PA,  VA  and  WV,  (b)  from  Albany 
County,  NY  to  points  in  CT,  ME,  MA, 
NH,  NY,  RI  and  VT,  (c)  from  Middlesex 
County,  MA  to  points  in  CT,  ME,  MA, 
NH,  NY,  RI  and  VT,  (d)  from  New  Castle 
County,  DE  to  points  in  DE,  DC,  MD,  NJ, 
PA,  VA  and  WV,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  Renault  vehicles 
manufactured  or  assembled  in  Recie 
Nationale  Des  Usines  in  France. 
Supporting  shipper:  American  Motors 
Corporation,  14250  Plymouth  Road, 
Detroit,  MI  48232. 

MC  117068  (Sub-4-8TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant: 
MIDWEST  SPECIAUZED 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6418,  North  Highway  63,  Rochester,  MN 
55901.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan, 
711  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Non-exempt  foods  and 
kindred  products,  between  the  facilities 
of,  or  utilized  by,  the  George  A.  Hormel 
Co.  in  MN  and  lA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  CO.  Supporting 
shipper:  George  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  P.O. 
Box  800,  Austin,  MN  55912. 

MC  29328  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  SCHIEK 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  90  Casseday 
Avenue,  Joliet,  IL  60432.  Representative: 
Anthony  E.  Young,  29  South  LaSalle 
Street,  Suite  350,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  (1) 
Toilet  preparations,  beauty  and  health 


care  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  between 
Wilmington,  IL  and  points  in  Will  and 
Cook  Counties,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  MI,  IN,  OR  KY, 
MO,  lA,  MN,  and  WI  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  trafiSc  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Personal 
Product  Companies.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper.  Personal  Products  Company. 
Kankakee  River  Road,  Wilmington,  IL 
60481. 

MC  153348  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  HAROLD 
J.  FUNK  (an  individual],  d.b.a.  FUNK 
TRANSPORT.  405  South  Polk  SL. 
Lancaster.  WI  53813.  Representative: 
James  A.  Spiegel,  Attorney,  Olde  Towne 
Office  Park,  6425  Odana  Road,  Madison, 
WI  53719.  Contract;  Irregular;  petroleum 
products  fi'om  Dubuque,  lA,  to 
Lancaster,  WI.  Restriction:  restricted  to 
transportation  to  be  performed  imder  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  People's 
Community  Oil  Co-operative.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper.  People’s 
Community  Oil  Co-operative,  Highway 
61,  Lancaster,  WI  53813. 

MC  146808  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  D  &  B 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  d.b.a.  ALCO 
EXPRESS,  4800  W.  Jefferson.  Detroit,  MI 
48209.  Representative:  James  A.  Russo, 
4800  W.  Jefferson,  Detroit,  MI  48209.  Iron 
and  Steel  Articles,  between  Detroit.  ML 
commercial  zone  and  Toledo,  OH  and 
it's  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  Supporting  shipper  Rouge 
River  Steel,  Inc.,  25160  Lasher  Rd., 
Southfield,  MI  48034. 

MC  5618  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  December 
30. 1980.  Applicant:  GEM  CITY 
TRANSFER  LINE,  INC.,  1811  North  30th 
Street,  Quincy,  IL  62301.  Representative: 
Douglas  G.  Brown,  P.C.,  The  INB  Center 
Suite  555,  One  North  Old  Capitol  Plaza. 
Springfield.  IL  62701.  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  commodities,  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles)  in  trailers  or 
containers  having  an  immediate,  prior 
to  subsequent  move  by  rail,  between 
points  in  IL,  lA  and  MO.  Supporting 
shippers:  Knapheide  Manufacturing 
Corp.,  P.O.  Box  140,  Quincy,  IL.  62307; 
Speedrack,  Inc.,  7701  North  16^  Street. 
Quincy,  IL,  62301;  Electric  Wheel 
Company  Division  of  Firestone  Tire  & 
Rubber,  1120  North  28th  Street,  Quincy, 
IL,  62301. 

MC  133189  (Sub-4-9TA).  filed 
December  30. 1980.  Applicant  VANT 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  1257  Osborne  Road, 
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Minneapolis,  MN  55432.  Representative: 
John  B.  Van  de  North,  Jr.,  Briggs  and 
Morgan,  2200  First  National  Bank 
Building,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101.  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  points  in  Johnson 
and  Wyandotte  Cktunties,  KS  to  points 
in  MN.  Supporting  shipper:  Steel  Supply 
and  Culvert,  Co.,  441  ^st  Villaome,  So. 
St.  Paul,  MN  55076. 

MC 133689  (Sub-4-59TA},  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant: 
OVERLAND  EXPRESS.  INC.,  8651 
Naples  Street  NE,  Blaine,  MN  55434. 
Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Foodstuffs,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
Foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  Jeno’s  lnc„ 
located  at  Dulufii,  MN:  Superior,  WI, 
and  Atlanta,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 
Supporting  shipper  Jeno’s  Inc.,  525  Lake 
Avenue  South,  Duluth,  MN  55802. 

MC  142059  (Sub-4-13),  filed  January  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  911,  Joliet, 
IL  60434.  Representative:  Jack  Riley 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Plastic 
articles  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  thereof  (except  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Amoco  Foam  Products  Co.  Supporting 
shipper:  Amoco  Foam  Products  Co.,  2111 
Powers  Ferry  Rd.,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  GA 
30339. 

MC  142449  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant: 
SPEEDWAY  HAULERS,  INC..  P.O.  Box 
1463,  South  Bend,  IN  46624. 
Representative:  Jo  Ann  Sawyer,  P.O. 

Box  1463,  South  Bend,  IN  46624.  General 
Commodities.  .  .  between  points  in  IN 
(on  the  one  hand)  and  points  in  IN; 
points  in  MI  boimded  by  routes  94  and 
52;  and  points  in  OH  bounded  by  routes 
109,  65,  75  and  70,  (on  the  other.) 
Supporting  shipper:  Norfolk  and 
Western  Railway  Company,  8  North 
Jefferson  Street,  Roanoke,  VA  24042. 

MC  116519  (Sub-4-7TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant: 
FREDERICK  TRANSPORT  LIMITED, 
R.R.  #6,  Chatham,  Ontario,  Canada, 
N7M  5J6.  Representative:  Jeremy  Kahn, 
1511  K  Street,  NW,,  Washington,  D.C. 
20005.  Empty  aluminum  tanks  from 
Charlotte,  NC  to  ports  of  entry  on  the 
US-Canada  boimdary  line  in  MI,  NY, 
VT,  NH  and  ME,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce  destined  to 
the  Canadian  provinces  of  Ontario, 
Quebec  and  Nova  Scotia.  Supporting 
shipper:  DuPont  Canada  Inc..  Box  2200 


Streetsville  Postal  Station,  Mississauga, 
Ontario,  Canada,  L5M  2H3. 

MC  142449  (Sub-4-6TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant: 
SPEEDWAY  HAULERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1463,  South  Bend,  IN  46624. 
Representative:  Jo  Ann  Sawyer,  P.O. 

Box  1463,  South  Bend,  IN  46624.  Building 
materials  and  supplies  and  automotive 
parts,  and  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
both  between  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  and 
OH.  Supporting  shipper:  Philips 
Industries,  2030  Main  Street  and  222 
Collins  Road,  Elkhart,  Indiana  46514. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  6.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Region  6  Motor 
Carrier  Board,  P.O.  Box  7413,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94120. 

MC  152671  (Sub-6-5TA),  filed  January 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  ALL  FREIGHT 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC..  P.O.B.  6699, 
Boise,  ID  83707.  Representative:  Timothy 
R.  Stivers,  P.O.B.  162,  Boise,  ID  83701. 
Contract  Carrier,  Irregular  routes: 
Lumber,  lumber  mill  products  and 
building  materials,  from  points  in  CA, 

ID,  MT,  OR,  WA  to  points  in  the  U.S., 
for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
120  days  authority.  Supporting  shippers: 
D.A.S.-Prowood  Inc.,  P.O.B.  947,  New 
Westminster,  BC  V7L5C3  Lumbermens 
Merchandising  Corp.,  107  N.  Averdeen 
Ave.,  Wayne  PA  19087. 

MC  116544  (Sub-6-25TA),  filed 
January  2, 1981.  Applicant:  ALTRUCK 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS  INC.,  1703 
Embarcadero  Rd.,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303. 
Representative:  Richard  G.  Lougee, 
P.O.B.  10061,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303.  (1) 
Foodstuffs;  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  commodities  in  (1)  above 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI),  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Mid-American 
Dairymen,  Inc.,  P.O.B.  1837  S.S.S., 
Springfield,  MO  65805. 

MC  116544  (Sub-6-26TA),  filed 
January  2, 1981.  Applicant:  ALTRUK 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS  INC.,  1703 
Embarcadero  Rd.,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303. 
Representative:  Richard  G.  Lougee, 
P.O.B.  10061,  Palo  Alto,  CA  94303. 
Chemicals  (except  in  bulk)  from  CA  and 
Loveloch,  NV  to  Kansas  City,  KS; 
Omaha,  NE;  Davenport  and  Des  Moines, 
lA:  Minneapolis,  MN;  Oklahoma  City, 
OK;  and  Dallas,  TX,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Thompson-Hayward  Chemical 
Company,  5200  Speaker  Rd.,  Kansas 
City,  KS  66106. 


MC  153385  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant: 
AUTOMOBILE  TRANSPORT 
SPECIALISTS,  INC.,  10403  West  Colfax 
Ave.,  Suite  620,  Lakewood,  CO  £10215. 
Representative:  George  J.  Nichols  III 
(same  address  as  applicant).  New  and 
used  motor  vehicles,  secondary 
movements  between  AZ,  CO,  KS,  NE, 
lA,  MI,  ND,  SD,  MT,  IL,  IN,  OH,  MO,  TX 
NM,  UT,  CA,  WY,  OK,  and  NV,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  There  are 
thirteen  (13)  supporting  shippers;  their 
statements  can  be  examined  at  the 
regional  office  listed. 

MC  151028  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  January 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr„  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R. 
Oldenburg,  P.O.B.  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208.  Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes: 
General  commodities,  except  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
and  Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  from 
Harris,  Fort  Bend,  Montgomery  and 
Jefferson  Counties,  TX  to  points  in  IN, 

IL,  MI,  OH,  WI,  KS,  and  MO,  for  the 
account,  of  Arco /Polymers,  Inc.,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Arco/ 
Polymers,  Inc.,  1500  Market  St.,  P.O.B. 
7258,  Philadelphia,  PA  19101. 

MC  17745  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  January 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  CONTRACTORS 
CARGO  COMPANY,  11100  S.  Garfield 
Ave.,  South  Gate,  CA  90280. 
Representative:  John  H.  Briggs  (same  as 
applicant).  Contract  carrier,  irregular 
routes:  Separator  Vessels  between 
Dallas,  TX  and  Alameda,  CA  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper.  Peerless 
Manufacturing  Company,  2811  Walnut 
Hill  Lane,  Dallas,  TX  75220. 

MC  143311  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  January 

2, 1981.  Applicant:  FAMCO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.B.  80007  Seattle, 
WA  98108.  Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15 
S.  Grady  Way,  Suite  321,  Renton,  WA 
98055.  Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  retail  and  department  stores, 
between  points  in  CA,  NV,  OR,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  ID, 
OR  and  WA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Modem  Merchandising,  Inc., 
5101  Shady  Oak  Rd.,  Hopkins,  MN 
55343. 

MC  145471  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  K. 
GRAY  TRUCKING,  30  South  “C”  St., 
Areata,  CA  95521.  Representative:  John 
K.  Gray  (same  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  Lumber  and 
lumber  mill  products;  wood  products; 
particleboard;  woodpulp;  paper  and 
paper  products;  material  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof,  between  the 
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facilities  of  Louisiana  Pacific 
Corporation  at  San  Pedro,  Fort  Bragg. 
Samoa,  CA,  Tillamook,  OR  and  Tacoma. 
WA  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  except  HI,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Louisiana 
PaciHc  Corporation,  POB 158.  Samoa. 

CA  95564. 

MC 153409  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  January 
2, 1981.  Applicant:  THOMAS  R. 
McROBERTS,  d.b.a.  H  &  M  TRUCKING. 
16758  Third  Ave..  Seattle,  WA  98155. 
Representative:  Thomas  R.  McRoberts 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
irregular  route:  Recyclable  paper  and 
paper  products  between  points  in  the 
U.S.  under  continuing  contracts  with 
Independent  Paper  Stock  Company, 
Seattle,  WA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper  Independent  Paper  Stock 
Company,  66  Menford  St.,  Seattle,  WA 
98134. 

MC  149124  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  HEDRICK 
SALES  AND  ENGINEERING,  INC..  3415 
Ridge  Road,  Cheyenne,  WY  82001. 
Representative:  Herman  J.  Hedrick 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  Foods,  Prepared 
Foods,  Foodstuffs,  and  Food  Products, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  excluding  AK 
and  HI,  for  the  account  of  Tortilla 
Manufacturing  and  Supply,  Inc.,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Tortilla 
Manufacturing  and  Supply,  Inc.,  1007  S. 
Greeley  Hwy.,  Cheyenne,  WY  82001. 

MC  145472  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant: 

HOWARD  L  AND  M.  ELAINE  KIME 
d.b.a.  K  &  K  TRANSPORT,  Foot  of 
Washington,  St.,  P.O.  Box  4906,  Eureka. 
CA  95501.  Representative:  M.  Elaine 
Kime  (same  as  above).  Contract  carrier. 
Irregular  routes:  Lumber  and  Lumber 
Mill  Products;  Wood  Products: 
Particleboard;  Woodpulp;  Paper  and 
Paper  Products;  Materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacturing  and 
distribution  thereof,  between  the 
facilities  of  Louisiana-Pacific  at  San 
Pedro,  Fort  Bragg  and  Samoa,  CA, 
Tillamook,  OR  and  Tacoma,  WA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  on  return  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Louisiana-Pacific 
CorpOTation,  P.O.  Box  158,  Samoa, 
CaMomia  95564. 

MC  152523  (Sub-6-2TA).  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant:  ARLO  G. 
LOTT,  P.O.B.  174.  Arco,  ID  83213. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers. 
P.O.B.  162,  Boise,  ID  83701.  Lumber  and 
lumber  mill  products,  from  points  in  OR, 
WA,  and  ID  to  the  facilities  utilized  by 
Chandler  Corporation  at  or  near  Nampa, 
Meridian,  and  Boise.  ID,  for  270  days. 

An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 


authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Chandler 
Corporation,  P.O.B.  2840,  Boise,  ID 
83701. 

MC  142686  (Sub-d-22TA),  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WESTERN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10506  S. 
Shoemaker  Avenue,  Santa  Fe  Springs, 
CA  90670.  Representative:  Joseph  Faizo 
(same  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier. 
Irregular  routes:  Aluminum  and 
Aluminum  Articles,  Between  Femdale, 
WA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper  Intalco  Aluminum 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  937,  Femdale, 

WA  98248. 

MC  144572  (Sub-6-8TA),  filed 
December  29, 1980.  Applicant: 
MONFORT  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  G,  Greeley,  CO 
80632.  Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717 
17th  St.,  Ste.  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Malt  beverages  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Memphis,  TN  to  the 
commercial  zone  of  Denver,  CO,  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Murray 
Bros.  Distributing  Co.,  1505  W.  3rd  Ave., 
Denver,  CO  80223. 

MC  153397  (Sub-d-lTA),  filed  January 
2, 1981.  Applicant:  RODE  OF 
CALIFORNIA.  INC.,  d.b.a.  RODEWAY 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 

Box  1111,  Stockton,  CA  95201. 
Representative:  Ronald  Graham.  1044 
Sonora  Ave.,  Manteca,  CA  95336. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes: 
Bakery  goods  and  Supplies  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Alameda  County  (Oaldand), 
CA  to  points  in  NM,  TX,  and  UT  for  the 
account  of  Mother’s  Cake  and  Cookie 
Co.,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper 
Mother’s  Cake  and  Cookie.  Co.,  810  81st 
Avenue,  Oakland,  CA  94621. 

MC  153383  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant:  SIERRA 
RENTAL  AND  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INC.,  1305  Kleppe  Lane, 
Sparks,  NV  89431.  Representative:  Mike 
Soumbeniotis,  402  N.  Division  Street, 
Carson  City,  NV  89701.  Sand,  gravel, 
clay,  concrete,  glass  or  stone  products 
and  aggregates,  decorative  bark,  fill, 
soil,  topsoil,  blacktop,  paving  materials, 
cinders  and  cinder  products, 
construction  equipment,  machinery  and 
supplies,  waste  or  scrap  materials  and 
shipping  containers,  carriers  or  devices. 
between  NV  and  CA,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  six  (6) 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Regional  Office 
listed. 

MC  153375  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
December  29. 1980.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
ARCTIC  FREIGHl’,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
80564.  College,  AK  99706. 
Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15  S.  Grady 


Way,  Suite  321,  Renton,  WA  98055.  (1) 
General  Commodities  (except  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
class  A  or  B  explosives,  items  of 
extraordinary  value,  or  freight  in  bulk); 
(2)  Iron  or  Steel  Articles;  (3)  Machinery, 
Wire,  Cable,  Oil  and  Tools:  (4)  Auto, 
Truck  and  Machinery  Parts.  Machinery, 
Compressors  and  Tools:  between 
Anchorage,  AK  and  points  in  AK. 
Restricted  to  freight  having  a  prior  of 
subsequent  movement  in  interstate 
commerce.  Supporting  shipper  Sheet 
Metal,  Inc.,  6130  Nielson  Way, 
Anchorage.  AK  99502;  Pacific  Alaska 
Forwarders,  1725 — 8th  Ave.,  S.  Seattle, 
WA  98124;  Jackovich  Tractor  &  Equip. 
Co..  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  407,  Fairbanks.  AK 
99707;  B  &  C  Supply  Corp.,  443  E.  4th 
Ave.,  Anchorage,  AK  99501. 

MC  153384  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  C. 
WARD,  Route  4  Box  ^1.  Newberg,  OR 
97132.  Representative:  John  C.  Ward 
(same  as  applicant).  Foundry  and  steel 
mill  supplies  and  equipment  except 
oversize  ht.  wt.  &  width  and  bulk  tank. 
From  Cleveland.  OH.  Chicago,  IL, 
Linden.  UT,  So.  CA  to  points  in  OR  and 
WA  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper. 
Faseco  Inc.,  20200  Sheldon  Rd., 
Cleveland  OH. 

MC  145999  (Sub-6-7TA),  filed 
December  31, 1960.  Applicant: 
WESTERN  DRYWALL  TRANSPORT 
INC.,  d.b.a.  WESTERN  DIRECT 
TRANSPORT,  2001  Broadway,  Vallejo. 
CA  94590.  Representative:  Norman  A. 
Sorensen  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Building  Materials,  between  all  points 
in  CA,  OR,  and  WA,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper.  There  are  seven 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Regional  Office 
listed. 

MC  141804  (Sub-6-93TA).  filed 
January  2, 1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPR^S,  division  of  Interstate  Rental. 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario.  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  as  applicant).  General 
Commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  described  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
frozen  food  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  MN  and 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  &  HI), 
restricted  to  the  accounts  of  Midwest 
Airfreight  Shipper’s  Association,  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper.  Midwest 
Airfreight  Shipper’s  Association,  8068 — 
26th  Avenue  ^uth,  Bloomington,  MN 
55420. 

MC  141804  (Sub-6-^TA).  filed 
January  2. 1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS.  Division  of  Interstate  Rental. 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario,  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
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(same  as  applicant).  Commodities  of  the 
type  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
of  heating  and  cooling  systems  and 
solar  energy  and  cooling  systems, 
between  all  48  states  (except  AK  &  HI), 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Lennox 
Industries.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  400450,  Dallas, 
TX  75240. 

MC  141804  (Sub-6-95TA),  filed 
January  2, 1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  Division  of  Interstate  Rental, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3488,  Ontario.  CA  91761. 
Representative:  Frederick  J.  Coffman 
(same  as  applicant).  Peanut  combines: 
grain  drills,  cultivators;  planters  and 
fertilizers,  repair  parts  and  other  items 
manufactured  by  Lilliston,  from  Lilliston 
facilities  from  Albany,  GA;  Sioux  City, 
lA;  Waco,  TX;  Kansas  City,  KS  between 
dealer  destinations  located  in  all  48 
states,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Lilliston  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  3930, 
Albany,  GA  31708. 

MC  114416  (Sub-6-15TA),  filed 
December  30, 1980.  Applicant: 

WESTERN  TRANSPORT  CRANE  & 
RIGGING,  100  Western  Way,  Missoula, 
MT  59801.  Representative:  Theodore  F. 
Anno,  P.O.  Box  3507,  Missoula,  MT 
59806.  (1)  Commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  special  equipment,  and  (2) 
related  articles  and  supplies  when  their 
transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 

(except  AK  and  HI)  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at,  or  destined  to  facilities  used  by 
Brown  &  Root  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers):  Brown  &  Root,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
3.  Houston.  TX  77001. 

MC  99234  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed 
December  31, 1980.  Applicant: 
WESTWAY  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC., 
5601  Holly  St.,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Leslie  R.  Kehl, 
1660  Lincoln  St.,  Suite  1600,  Denver,  CO 
80264.  Iron  and  steel  articles;  building 
materials;  and  building  materials; 
equipment  and  supplies  between  points 
in  AZ.  CA.  CO.  ID.  MT.  NV.  NM,  OR. 

TX,  UT.  WA.  and  WY  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  There  are  44 
shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  Regional  office  listed. 

MC  114897  (Sub-6-3TA),  filed  January 
2. 1981.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD  TANK 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7676,  Phoenix.  AZ 
85011.  Representative:  Lee  Carpenter 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Liquids,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  points  in 
CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  International  Boundary  between  MX 
and  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
There  are  seven  supporting  shippers. 
Their  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  Regional  office  listed. 


MC  149118  (Sub-&-3TA),  filed 
November  10, 1980.  Applicant;  BEST 
WAY  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  d.b.a.  BEST 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  3841  North 
Columbia  Boulevard,  Portland,  OR 
97217.  Representative:  Michael  D.  Crew, 
1700  Standard  Plaza,  Portland,  OR 
97204.  (1)  Contractors  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies,  and  (2) 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  (except  those  in  (1)  above) 
from  points  in  Multnomah  County,  OR 
to  points  in  Jefferson  County,  OR  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipperfs):  Voest- 
Alpine  International  Corp.,  60  East  42nd 
Street,  46th’ Floor,  New  York.  NY. 

MC  148018  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed 
November  12, 1980.  Applicant  JAMES  S. 
BATT,  d.b.a.  BATT  TRUCKING.  P.O. 
Box  921,  Caldwell,  ID  83605. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers,  P.O. 
Box  162,  Boise,  ID  83701.  Contract 
Carrier,  Irregular  routes:  Frozen  foods, 
from  the  facilities  of  Ore-Ida  Foods,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Ontario,  OR;  Burley, 
ID;  Greenville,  MI;  Massillon,  OH  and 
Plover,  WI  to  points  in  the  U.S,  (except 
AK  and  HI),  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Ore-Ida  Foods. 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  10,  Boise,  ID  83707. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secrstary. 

p-'R  Doo.  n-iziil  Filed  »45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703e-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

lInvesMgation  No.  337-TA-87J 

Certain  Coin-Operated  Audio  Visual 
Games  and  Brochures  for  the 
Advertisement  Thereof;  Commission 
Request  for  Comments  Regardkig 
Settlement  Agreement 

agency:  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission. 

action:  Request  for  public  comment  on 
proposed  settlement  agreement. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  settlement 
agreement  would  result  in  termination  of 
this  investigation  as  to  respondents 
Universal  Co.,  Ltd.,  Universal  U.S.A. 

Inc.,  and  Sunrise  New  Sound,  Inc.  This 
notice  requests  comments  from  the 
public  on  the  proposed  settlement 
agreement  on  or  before  February  13, 
1981. 

DATES:  Comments  will  be  considered  if 
received  on  or  before  February  13, 1981. 
Comments  should  conform  with  section 
201.8  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (19  CFR  201.8), 


and  should  be  addressed  to  Kenneth  R. 
Mason,  Secretary,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

November  18, 1980,  complainant 
Midway  Mfg.  Co.  and  respondents 
Universal  Co.,  Ltd.,  Universal  U.S.A., 

Inc.  and  Sunrise  New  Sound,  Inc.  (the 
importer  of  record  for  Universal  Co., 

Ltd.,  and  Universal  U.S.A.)  filed  a  joint 
motion  to  terminate  this  investigation  as 
to  those  respondents  on  the  basis  of  a 
settlement  agreement.  On  November  24, 

1980,  the  presiding  officer  recommended 
that  the  joint  motion  be  granted. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the 
investment  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  June  25, 1980,  (45  FR 124). 

Written  Comments  Requested;  In 
order  to  discharge  its  statutory 
obligation  to  consider  the  public 
interest,  the  Commission  seeks  written 
comments  from  interested  persons 
regarding  the  effects  of  terminating  this 
investigation  as  to  respondents 
Universal  Co.  Ltd.,  Universal  U.S.A.,  Inc. 
and  Sunrise  New  Sound,  Inc.  on  (1)  the 
public  health  and  welfare,  (2) 
competitive  conditions  in  the  U.S. 
economy  (3)  the  production  of  like  or 
directly  competitive  articles  in  the 
United  States,  and  (4)  U.S.  consumers. 
All  written  comments  must  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commission  no  later 
than  February  13, 1981.  In  addition, 
pursuant  to  19  CFR  Section  210.14(a)(2), 
the  Commission  has  requested 
comments  from  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  and  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service. 

Additional  Information;  The  original 
and  19  true  copies  of  all  written 
submission  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  701  E 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20436 
telephone  (202)  523-0161.  All  comments 
must  be  filed  no  later  than  February  13, 

1981.  Any  person  desiring  to  submit  a 
document  (or  portion  thereofj  to  the 
Commission  in  confidence  must  request 
in  camera  treatment.  Such  requests 
should  be  directed  to  the  Secretary  to 
the  Commission  and  must  include  a  full 
statement  of  the  reasons  the 
Commission  should  grant  such 
treatment.  The  Commission  will  either 
accept  the  submission  in  confidence  or 
return  it.  All  nonconfidential  written 
submissions  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Secretary’s  Office. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Clarease  E.  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  U.S,  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
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Washington,  D.C.  20436;  telephone  (202) 
523-0148. 

Issued:  January  7, 1981. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-12U6  Filed  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7020-02-M 


[Investigation  No.  337-TA-67] 

Certain  Coin  Operated  Audio-Visual 
Games  and  Components  Thereof; 
Termination  of  Respondent 

agency:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission. 

action:  Termination  of  investigation  as 
to  respondent  Taito  America 
Corporation. 

summary:  The  Commission  has 
terminated  the  above-captioned 
investigation  as  to  respondent  Taito 
America  Corporation  based  upon  Taito's 
sworn  statement  that  it  is  not  and  has 
not  imported  the  articles  in  controversy 
in  this  investigation. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
investigation  is  being  conducted  under 
section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U.S.C.  1337)  and  concerns  alleged  unfair 
trade  practices  in  the  importation  into 
and  sale  in  the  United  States  of  certain 
coin  operated  audio-visual  games  and 
components  thereof.  The  complainant, 
Midway  Mfg.  Co.,  the  Commission 
investigative  attorney,  and  respondent 
Taito  America  Corp.  jointly  moved  to 
terminate  the  investigation  as  to  Taito 
America  on  the  basis  of  Taito  America’s 
sworn  affidavit  that  it  is  not  now,  nor 
has  it  in  the  past  imported  the  articles  in 
'  controversy  in  this  investigation. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  Action 
and  Order  and  all  other  nonconfidential 
documents  filed  in  connection  with  the 
investigation  are  available  for 
inspection  during  official  business  hours 
(8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  p.m.)  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  701  E  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  telephone  202- 
523-0155. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Clarease  E.  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  telephone  202-523- 
0148. 

Issued:  January  7, 1981. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1267  Filed  1-13-81:  H.4,5  ami 
BILLING  CODE  7020-02-M 


[Investigation  No.  337-TA-76] 

Certain  Food  Slicers  and  Components 
Thereof;  Notice  of  Commission 
Request  for  Comments  Regarding 
Licensing  Agreement 

agency:  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Request  for  comments  from  the 
public  regarding  licensing  agreement. 

SUMMARY:  ’The  Commission  is  presently 
considering  whether  to  terminate 
Investigation  337-TA-76  as  to 
respondent  Crest  Industries  Corp.  on  the 
basis  of  a  licensing  agreement  entered 
into  by  complainant  Prodyne  Enterprises 
Inc.  and  Crest.  Termination  of  Crest 
would  not  end  the  investigation  as  three 
other  respondents  would  remain.  This 
notice  requests  comments  from  the 
public  on  the  licensing  agreement  on  or 
before  February  13, 1981. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
investigation,  pursuant  to  section  337  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1,337), 
concerns  alleged  unfair  acts  in  the 
importation  and  sale  in  the  United 
States  of  certain  food  slicers.  The  unfair 
act  speciHcally  complained  of  is  the 
infringement  of  claims  of  U.S.  Letters 
Patent  3,  766,817. 

The  Commission  instituted  this 
investigation  on  December  4, 1980  and 
published  notice  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  21, 1979  (44  FR 
75738).  The  notice  named  E.  Mishan  and 
Sons,  Albert  E.  Price.  Inc.,  Crest 
Industries  Corp.,  and  Taiwan  Timing 
Trading  Co.  as  respondents. 

On  August  1, 1980  complainant 
Prodyne  Enterprises,  Inc.,  and 
respondent  Crest  Industries  Corp. 
entered  into  a  licensing  agreement. 
Pursuant  to  the  agreement.  Prodyne 
agreed  to  grant  Crest  a  license  to 
practice  the  invention  covered  by  U.S. 
Letters  Patent  3,766,817,  and  to  permit 
Crest  to  import  up  to  10,000  food  slicing 
devices  covered  by  the  patent  per  year. 
The  license  is  royalty  free.  In  return. 
Crest  agreed  to  withdraw  from  the 
active  defense  of  Investigation  No.  337- 
TA-76. 

On  September  10, 1980,  Prodyne  and 
the  Commission  investigative  attorney 
submitted  a  joint  motion  for  summary 
determination  against  Crest  and  two 
other  respondents.  The  Commission  has 
determined  to  deny  the  motion  for 
summary  determination  as  to  all  three 
respondents. 

The  Commission  is  presently 
considering  whether  to  terminate  the 
investigation  as  to  Crest  on  the  basis  of 
the  licensing  agreement  entered  into  by 
Crest  and  Prodyne. 


License  Agreement 

Agreement  made  as  of  August  1, 1980 
by  and  between  Prodyne  Enterprises 
Inc.,  a  corporation  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  California  and 
having  its  principal  office  at  P.O.  Box 
212,  Montclair,  California  91763 
(hereinafter  called  Prodyne)  and  Crest 
Industries  Corp.,  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
New  York  and  having  a  principal  ofTice 
at  593  Acorn  Street,  Deer  Park,  New 
York  11729  (hereinafter  called  Crest). 

Whereas,  Prodyne  is  the  owner  of  and 
has  the  right  to  grant  licenses  under 
United  States  Letters  Patent  No. 

3,766,817,  issued  on  October  23, 1973 
(hereinafter  called  Patent  Right); 

Whereas,  an  investigation  No.  337- 
TA-76  by  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  directed  at  the 
importation  of  certain  food  slicers  and 
components  thereof,  initiated  upon  a 
complaint  by  Prodyne  and  involving  as 
one  of  the  Respondents,  Crest;  and 

Whereas,  the  parties  desire  to  resolve 
the  conflict  in  the  International  Trade 
Commission  and  it  is  agreed  that  Crest 
will  withdraw  from  active  defense  of 
this  investigation  upon  the  taking  of  a 
license  upon  the  terms  and  conditions 
hereinafter  set  forth; 

Now,  therefore,  in  consideration  of  the 
premises  and  the  performance  of  the 
covenants  herein  contained,  it  is  agreed; 

1.  Prodyne  warrants  that  it  is  the 
owner  of  the  entire  right,  title  and 
interest  in  and  to  the  Patent  Right  and 
has  a  right  to  grant  the  within  license. 

2.  Prodyne  grants  to  Crest  and  Crest 
hereby  accepts  from  Prodyne  upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  hereinafter 
specified  a  non-exclusive  and  non- 
assignable  license  to  practice  the 
invention  covered  by  the  Patent  Right  in 
the  United  States  in  the  manufacture, 
importation,  use  and  sale  of  cheese 
slicing  devices  to  the  full  end  of  the  term 
for  which  the  Patent  Right  is  issued, 
unless  sooner  terminated  as  hereinafter 
provided. 

3.  The  license  shall  be  royalty  free 
and  no  payment  of  any  kind  need  be 
made  by  Crest  to  Prodyne  with  respect 
to  the  granting  of  this  license. 

4.  Crest  shall  be  entitled  to  import 
within  the  terms  of  the  license  granted 
up  to  10,000  cheese  slicing  devices 
covered  by  the  Patent  Right  per  year. 
Prodyne  shall  give  authorization  to 
allow  such  importation  by  Crest  when 
requested  to  do  so  by  Crest. 

5.  Crest  shall  keep  accurate  books  of 
account  containing  the  quantity  of 
cheese  slicers  covered  by  the  Patent 
Right  imported  per  year.  Said  books 
shall  be  kept  by  Crest  at  its  usual  places 
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where  its  like  books  are  kept  and  shall 
be  open  at  all  reasonable  times  for  one 
year  following  the  end  of  the  calendar 
year  to  which  they  pertain,  to  the 
inspection  by  an  independent  certified 
public  accountant  to  w’hom  Crest  shall 
have  no  reasonable  objection,  retained 
by  Prodyne  for  the  purpose  of  verifying 
Crest’s  importation  of  said  cheese 
sheers  per  year. 

6.  This  constitutes  the  entire 
agreement  between  the  parties  with 
respect  to  the  subject  matter  hereunder 
and  supersedes  all  previous 
communications  representations  and 
agreements,  either  oral  or  written, 
between  the  parties. 

7.  All  notices  shall  be  made  by 
certified  or  registered  mail  addressed  as 
first  noted  above  unless  written 
notification  to  the  contrary  shall  be 
given. 

8.  Tt'"::  agreement  shall  be  binding 
upon  the  successors  or  assigns  of  the 
parties  hereto. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  parties  hereto 
have  duly  executed  this  agreement  in 
duplicate  as  of  the  day  and  year  first 
written  above. 

Prodyne  Enterprises,  Inc. 

By:  - 

Crest  Industries  Corp. 

By:  - 

Herbert  Adler, 

President. 

Written  Comments  Requested 

There  will  be  no  oral  argument 
regarding  the  proposed  termination  of 
the  investigation  as  to  Crest.  However, 
in  order  to  discharge  its  statutory 
obligation  to  consider  the  public 
interest,  the  Commission  seeks  written 
comments  from  interested  persons 
regarding  the  effects  of  terminating  the 
investigation  as  to  Crest  on  (1)  the 
public  health  and  welfare,  (2) 
competitive  conditions  in  the  U.S. 
economy,  (3)  the  production  of  like  or 
directly  competitive  articles  in  the 
United  States,  and  (4)  U.S,  consumers. 
All  written  comments  must  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Commission  no  later 
than  February  13, 1981.  In  addition, 
pursuant  to  19  CFR  section  210.14(a)(2], 
the  Commission  has  requested 
comments  from  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services,  the 
Department  of  Justice,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  and  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service  on  the  effects  of  the  proposed 
settlement  agreement. 

The  Licensing  Agreement.  A  copy  of 
the  Prodyne/Crest  licensing  agreement 
follows  this  notice. 

Additional  Information 

The  original  and  19  true  copies  of  all 
written  submissions  must  be  filed  with 


the  Secretary  to  the  Commission,  701  E 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20436; 
telephone  (202)  523-0161.  All  comments 
must  be  filed  no  later  than  February  13, 
1981.  Any  person  desiring  to  submit  a 
document  (or  portion  thereof)  to  the 
Commission  in  confidence  must  request 
in  camera  treatment.  Such  requests 
should  be  directed  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  and  must  include  a  full 
statement  of  the  resons  why  the 
Commission  should  grant  such 
treatment.  The  Commission  will  either 
accept  the  submission  in  confidence  or 
return  it.  All  nonconfidential  written 
submissions  will  be  available  for  publid 
inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATIOM  CONTACT: 
Warren  H.  Maruyama,  Esq,,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436  telephone  (202) 
523-0143. 

Issued:  January  8, 1981. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1269  Filed  1-13-81;  8;«  ami 
BIU.ING  CODE  702(MI2-M 


[investigation  No.  731-TA-37  (Preliminary)] 
Certain  Iron-Metal  Castings  From  India 
Determination 

On  the  basis  of  the  record*  developed 
in  investigation  No.  731-TA-37 
(Preliminary),  the  Commission 
determines  (Chairman  Alberger 
dissenting),  pursuant  to  section  733(a)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C. 

1673b(a)),  that  there  is  a  reasonable 
indication  that  an  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  materially  injured,  or  is 
threatened  with  material  injury,  by 
reason  of  imports  from  India  of  certain 
iron-metal  castings,^  provided  for  in  item 
657.09  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States,  which  are  allegedly  being 
sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  (LTFV). 

Background 

On  November  19, 1980,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission  and  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  each 
received  a  petition  from  Pinkerton 
Foundry,  Inc.,  Lodi,  Calif.,  et  al.,  alleging 
that  certain  iron-metal  castings  from 
India  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  LTFV. 


'  The  record  is  defined  in  sec.  207.2(j)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pmedure  (19 
CFR  207.2(0). 

‘The  specific  articles  included  within  the  scope  of 
this  investigation  are  manhole  covers  and  frames, 
catch-basin  grates  and  frames,  and  cleanout  covers 
and  frames. 


Accordingly,  the  Commission  instituted 
a  preliminary  antidumping  investigation 
under  section  733  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  (19  U.S.C.  1673b(a))  to  determine 
whether  there  is  a  reasonable  indication 
that  an  industry  in  the  Unitpd  States  is 
materially  injured,  or  is  threatened  with 
material  injury,  or  the  establishment  of 
an  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  retarded,  by  reason  of  the 
imports  of  such  merchandise  into  the 
United  States.  The  statute  directs  that 
the  Commission  make  its  determination 
within  45  days  of  its  receipt  of  the 
petition,  or  in  this  case  by  January  5, 

1981. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the 
Commission’s  investigation  and  of  a 
public  conference  to  be  held  in 
connection  therewith  was  duly  given  by 
posting  copies  of  the  notice  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  by  publishing  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  3, 1980  (45 
FR  80208).  The  public  conference  was 
held  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  December 
10, 1980,  and  all  persons  who  requested 
the  opportunity  were  permitted  to 
appear  in  person  or  by  counsel. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for  the 
Affirmative  Determination  of  Vice 
Chairman  Michael  J.  Calhoim  and 
Commissioners  George  M.  Moore  and 
Catherine  Bedell 

On  the  basis  of  the  best  Information 
available  in  investigation  No.731-TA-37 
(Preliminary),  we  determine  that  there  is 
a  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry*  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured,  or  threatened  with 
material  injury,  by  reason  of  imports 
from  India  of  certain  iron-metal  castings, 
provided  for  in  item  657.09  of  the  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States,  which 
are  allegedly  being  sold  in  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value  (LTFV). 

The  following  findings  and 
conclusions,  based  on  the  record  in  this 
investigation,  support  our  determination. 


■*ln  our  final  determination  in  a  recently 
concluded  investigation  on  these  same  products, 
investigation  No.  303-TA-13  (Final),  some 
Commissioners  found  that  the  U.S.  industry  being 
injured  consists  of  the  domestic  producers  of  these 
products  located  in  the  Western  United  States,  and 
that  these  States  constituted  a  regional  market. 

Since  we  determine  that  there  is  a  reasonable 
indication  of  material  injury  to  the  domestic 
industry  as  a  whole,  we  do  not  reach  the  issue  of 
whether  it  would  be  appropriate  in  this  case  to  treat 
the  Western  U.S.  producers  as  if  they  were  a 
separate  industry.  The  determination  in  the  instant 
case  does  not  preclude  the  Commission  from  finding 
injury  to  a  regional  industry  in  the  final  phase  of 
this  case,  should  the  data  so  warrant  that 
determination. 
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The  Imported  Article  and  the  Domestic 
Industry 

The  certain  iron-metal  castings  which 
are  the  subject  of  the  investigation  are 
manhole  covers  and  frames,  catch-basin 
grates  and  frames,  and  cleanout  covers 
and  frames.  These  iron-metal  castings 
are  encompassed  within  a  larger  class  of 
articles  commonly  called  public  works 
castings,  and  are  used  either  for 
drainage  or  access  purposes  to  public 
utility,  water,  and  sanitary  systems. 
Therefore,  we  find  that  under  the 
heading  of  public  works  castings,  there 
are  three  domestic  like  products  which, 
for  all  practical  purposes,  are  identical 
to  the  three  imported  articles  which  are 
the  subject  of  this  investigation  and  that 
the  domestic  industry  is  composed  of 
the  producers  of  these  public  works 
castings. 

Reasonable  Indication  of  Material 
Injury 

Section  733(a)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930 
(19  U.S.C.  1673b(a))  directs  that  the 
Commission  “shall  make  a 
determination,  based  upon  the  best 
information  available  to  it  at  the  time  of 
the  determination .  •  ." 

The  Act  further  specifies  in  section 
771(7)(B]  that  “the  Commission  shall 
consider,  among  other  factors, — (i)  the 
volume  of  imports  of  the  merchandise 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  investigation, 
(ii)  the  effect  of  imports  of  that 
merchandise  on  prices  in  the  United 
States  for  like  products,  and  (iii)  the 
impact  of  imports  of  such  merchandise 
on  domestic  producers  of  like  products" 
(19  U.S.C,  1677(7)(B)).  In  light  of  these 
directives,  we  base  our  decision  on  the 
preliminary  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  discussed  below. 

The  estimated  quantity  of  imports  of 
certain  public  works  castings  from  India 
increased  from  25.0  million  pounds  in 
1977,  when  they  accounted  for  7  percent 
of  apparent  U.S.  consumption,  to  94.4 
million  pounds  in  1979,  when  they 
accounted  for  20  percent.  Although 
imports  from  India  decreased  slightly  in 
January-September  1980  compared  with 
those  in  the  corresponding  period  of 
1979,  they  continued  to  increase  as  a 
share  of  total  imports,  rising  from  92  to 
94  percent  of  total  imports.^  As  a  share 
of  apparent  U.S.  consumption,  imports 
from  India  increased  by  38  percent  in 
January-March  1980,  to  29  percent.® 

Price. data  collected  by  the 
Commission  show  that  the  imported 
product  from  India,  whether  offered  by 
producer-importers  or  importers, 
undersold  that  of  U.S.  producers  in  each 
3-month  period  from  January  1978  to 


*  Report,  p.  A-10. 
‘  Report,  p.  A-28. 


March  1980.  Margins  of  underselling  for 
the  importers’  product  ranged  from  a 
high  of  42  percent  to  a  low  of  28  percent 
for  both  types  of  manhole  assemblies 
examined  (a  270-pound  model  and  a  775- 
pound  model).*  Margins  of  underselling 
for  both  models  decreased  noticeably  in 
January-March  1980,  primarily  because 
of  a  drop  in  the  price  of  the  U.S.- 
produced  product.  Such  behavior,  given 
increased  costs,*  is  clear  evidence  of 
price  depression. 

After  adjusting  importers’  price  data 
for  January-March  1980  to  reflect  a 
complete  pass-through  of  the  mean 
countervailing  duty  of  13.3  percent 
assessed  on  Indian  castings,  these 
articles  still  undersold  U.S.-produced 
like  products  by  about  25  percent* 

These  remaining  margins  of 
underselling,  coupled  with  increased 
imports  and  import  penetration,  are 
causal  links  to  a  reasonable  indication 
of  material  injury  to  the  U.S.  public 
works  castings  industry  which  is 
beyond,  and  entirely  separate  from,  any 
injury  caused  by  the  export  subsidies 
already  found  to  exist  on  the  Indian 
castings. 

Data  from  43  U.S.  producers  of  public 
works  castings  on  domestic  shipments, 
production,  capacity  utilization,  and 
employment  show  a  uniform  trend  of 
modest  increases  from  1977  to  1979, 
followed  by  relatively  sharp  declines  in 
January-March  1980  compared  with 
figures  for  January-March  1979.® 
Likewise,  producers’  inventories 
decreased  slightly  from  1977  to  1979,  but 
increased  sharply  in  January-March 
1980. 

Although  net  sales  of  U.S.  producers 
increased  each  year  from  1977  to  1979, 
net  operating  profit  declined 
irregularly  ”  by  13  percent  from  1977  to 
1979,  and  U.S.  producers  reported  a  net 
operating  loss  of  $63,000  in  January- 
March  1980.  The  number  of  firms 
reporting  such  losses  increased  in  each 
period  from  January  1977  to  March  1980, 
with  more  than  one-half  of  those  firms 
which  responded  to  Commission 
questionnaires  reporting  net  operating 
losses  for  January-March  1980.  As  a 
ratio  of  net  profit  (loss)  to  net  sales,  the 
industry  rate  of  7.7  percent  in  1977  fell  to 
3.9  percent  in  1978,  partially  recovered 
to  5.2  percent  in  1979,  and  then  dropped 
to  a  negative  0.3  percent  in  January- 


*  Report,  pp.  A-34  and  A-35. 

’Report,  pp.  A-22  and  A-39  through  A-44. 

’  Report,  p.  A-37. 

•Report,  pp.  A-13.  A-15,  and  A-18. 

'“Report,  p.  A-16. 

"  The  Rnancial  composite  of  the  public  works 
castings  industry  is  worsened  considerably  by 
exclusion  of  one  large  firm,  whose  anomalous 
behavior  in  1979  accounted  for  more  than  90  percent 
of  total  industry  profits  in  that  year.  Report,  p.  A-21. 


March  1980.  The  lackluster 
performance  of  the  domestic  industry 
from  1977  to  1979,  followed  by  the  recent 
rapid  decline  of  the  industry  in  January- 
March  1980,  indicate  that  the  increased 
imports  and  import  penetration  of 
Indian  castings  are  having  a  substantial 
impact  on  the  domestic  industry. 

Supporting  this  conclusion  is 
unambiguous  information  concerning 
sales  lost  by  domestic  producers  to 
imports  from  India.  Fifteen  domestic 
producers  submitted  specific 
information  as  to  sales  lost  to  imports 
from  India.  Of  35  allegations  checked  by 
the  Commission  staff,  32  purchasers 
confirmed  they  had  purchased  imported 
castings  from  India  in  lieu  of  the 
domestic  product.  Twenty  of  these 
purchasers  cited  the  lower  price  of  the 
imported  castings  as  the  most  important 
factor  affecting  their  purchasing 
decisions.** 

Conclusion 

On  the  basis  of  the  information 
available  to  the  Commission  at  this 
time,  we  determine  that  there  is  a 
reasonable  indication  that  the  public 
works  castings  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  materially  injured,  or 
threatened  with  material  injury,  by 
reason  of  imports  of  such  articles  from 
India,  which  are  allegedly  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  than  fair  value. 

Views  of  Commissioner  Paula  Stem 

My  determination  in  the  present 
preliminary  investigation  of  the  impact 
of  alleged  less-than-fair-value  (LTFV) 
imports  of  certain  iron-metal  castings 
from  India  has  been  based  on  economic 
information  identical  in  all  essentials  to 
that  developed  in  the  recently  completed 
countervailing  duty  investigation. 

Certain  Iron-Metal  Castings  from  India. 
Investigation  No.  303-TA-13  (Final).  ** 
The  products  in  these  two  cases  are 
identical,  as  are  the  standards  of  injury 
and  causation  in  countervailing  duty 
and  dumping  investigations  embodied  in 
sections  731  and  701  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930.  In  the  countervailing  duty  case 
completed  in  September  1980, 1  made  an 
affirmative  determination.  I  will  not 
repeat  that  analysis  here  and 
incorporate  it  by  reference.** 

This  is  a  preliminary  dumping  case, 
which  requires  a  showing  of  a 
“reasonable  indication”  of  material 
injury  due  to  the  subject  imports.  In 
effect,  preliminary  cases  which  take 
only  45  days  have  a  less  stringent 


**  Report,  p.  A-22. 

Report,  p.  A-3& 

“USITC  Pub.  No.  1098  (September  1980).  Also 
see.  accompan>ing  Staff  Report  at  p.  A-2. 

'^Ibid,  “Statement  of  Reasons  of  Commissioner 
Paula  Stem"  at  pp.  18-30. 
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information  requirement  than  final 
cases.  But  even  at  this  preliminary 
stage — ^because  of  our  prior  experience 
with  these  imports  in  the  countervailing 
duty  case — the  information  is  rather 
complete. 

The  only  new  issue  to  emerge  in  the 
current  investigation  centered  on  the 
respondents  claim  that  the  petition 
requeste'd  compensation  for  margins 
already  compensated  for  by  the 
countervailing  duties  which  resulted 
from  the  Commission's  previous 
affirmative  determination.*®  After 
adjusting  the  importers'  price  data  for 
January-March  1980  to  reflect  a 
complete  pass-through  of  the  mean 
countervailing  duty  of  13.3  percent 
assessed  on  Indian  castings,  the  staff 
found  that  these  articles  still  undersold 
U.S.-produced  like  products  by  about  25 
percent." 

These  remaining  margins  of 
underselling,  coupled  with  increased 
imports  and  import  penetration,  are 
causal  links  to  a  reasonable  indication 
of  material  injury  to  the  U.S.  public 
works  castings  industry  which  is 
beyond,  and  entirely  separate  from,  any 
injury  caused  by  the  export  subsidies 
already  found  to  exist  on  the  Indian 
castings.  The  alleged  LFTV  margins  (net 
of  the  countervailing  duties]  of 
approximately  25  percent  are  almost 
twice  as  large  as  the  average  subsidy 
encountered  in  Investigation  No.  303- 
TA-13  (Final].  In  fact,  the  margin  of 
underselling  (adjusted  for  the 
countervailing  duty]  is  substantially 
accounted  for  by  the  alleged  LTFV 
margins.  Given  the  fact  that  the 
indicators  of  injury  remain  unchanged, 
the  logic  for  an  affirmative  preliminary 
finding  in  the  present  case  is  thus  even 
more  compelling  than  in  the  previous 
final  case.** 


'‘See  "Slatement  of  Dennis  James,  Jr.  on  Behalf  of 
the  Engineering  Export  Promotion  Council  of  India 
in  Connection  with  Investigation  731-T.\-37,'' 
submitted  at  the  conference  (Dec.  10, 1980)  at  p.  4. 
Certain  double  compensation  is  prohibited  by 
Article  VI.  paragraph  5,  of  the  General  Agreement 
on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT). 

"  Report  at  pp.  A-35  and  A-37. 

"The  Engineering  Export  Promotion  Council  of 
India  argues  in  its  Post-Conference  Brief  (footnote  at 
p.  8)  that  the  imposition  of  the  countervailing  duty 
has  not  benefitted  domestic  foundries  by  working 
its  way  through  the  four-tiered  price  structure  as  1 
had  suggested  in  my  Statement  of  Reasons  in  Inv, 
No.  303-TA-13  (Final).  Respondent  concludes  that 
Indian  imports  are  therefore  not  the  source  of  the 
industry's  problems.  Although  the  point  is 
interesting,  it  is  not  persuasive.  One  can  distinguish 
between  general  claims  regarding  the  health  of  the 
industry  and  specific  analysis  of  prevailing  prices. 
Moreover,  there  is  no  systematic  information 
available  at  this  time  reflecting  price  behavior  since 
the  imposition  of  the  countervailing  duties.  Finally, 
there  are  many  influences  on  prices  other  than  the 
duties.  I  will  welcome  further  information  from  all 
parties  on  this  matter  should  the  case  return  for  a 
Final  determination. 


Views  of  Chainnan  Bill  Alberger 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  in 
investigation  No.  731-TA-37 
(Preliminary],  I  determine  that  there  is 
no  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured,  or  is  threatened  with 
material  injury,  or  that  the 
establishment  of  an  industry  is 
materially  retarded  by  reason  of  imports 
from  India  of  certain  iron-metal  castings 
which  are  allegedly  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  (LTFV]. 

Petitioners  allege  that  they  are  now 
being  injured  by  imports  believed  to  be 
sold  at  LTFV.  The  Commission  staff  did 
not,  because  of  the  recency  of  the 
agency's  countervailing  duty 
investigation  concerning  iron-metal 
castings  from  India  (investigation  No. 
303-TA-13  (Final]],  attempt  to  obtain 
additional  data  for  this  preliminary 
antidumping  investigation  and  we  have 
been  provided  no  new  data  concerning 
the  effect  on  the  domestic  industry  of 
the  imposition  of  the  countervailing  duty 
on  such  imports. 

Although  the  price  of  domestic 
castings  has  increased  from  1978  to 
1979,  imported  castings  consistently 
undersold  the  U.S.  product  by  significant 
margins  during  that  period.  Staff 
estimates  of  the  effect  on  margins  of 
underselling  of  the  addition  of  the  mean 
countervailing  duty  of  13.3  percent  and 
the  dumping  margin  alleged  in  the 
petition,  succeed  only  in  narrowing  the 
margin  of  underselling  to  around  25 
percent  on  the  most  competitive  model 
casting.  *®  Thus,  assuming  that  additional 
duty  assessment  costs  will  be  passed  on 
to  customers,  imported  castings  from 
India  would  still  undersell  their 
domestic  counterparts  by  significant 
margins. 

Having  received  no  other  information 
regarding  changes  in  the  status  of  the 
industry  since  the  agency's 
countervailing  duty  determination,  1  find 
that  there  is  no  reasonable  indication 
that  the  public  works  castings  industry 
is  being  injured  by  imports  from  India. 
The  complete  basis  for  my  decision 
regarding  injury  to  the  industry  is 
thoroughly  documented  in  my  opinion 
issued  in  the  previous  countervailing 
duty  case.®*  Therefore,  I  see  no  need  to 
rewrite  it  here  or  to  incur  the  additional 
printing  costs  of  reproducing  those 
views. 

Issued;  January  5, 1981. 


Report  at  A-37. 

“Views  of  Chairman  Bill  Alberger,  Certain  Iron- 
Metal  Castings  from  India,  USITC  Pub.  1098,  Sept. 
1980,  pp.  31-38. 


By  order  of  the  Commission. 
Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  81-1270  Filed  1-13-Sl:  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  702IM>2-M 


(Investigation  No.  337-TA-75] 

Certain  Large  Video  Matrix  Display 
Systems  and  Components  Thereof; 
Change  in  Administrative  Deadline 

agency:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission. 

action:  Change  in  deadline  for 
recommended  determination. 


summary:  The  Comission  grants  the 
joint  motion  of  the  parties  for  a  30-day 
extension  of  the  deadline  for  the 
presiding  officer's  recommendation  in 
Investigation  No.  337-TA-75,  certain 
Large  Video  Matrix  Display  Systems 
and  Components  Thereof.  The  motion 
was  approved  by  the  presiding  officer 
and  certified  to  the  Commission  on 
December  8, 1980.  The  new  deadline  is 
March  19, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  B.  Jennison,  Esq.,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  701  E.  Street,  N.W„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20005  (202-523-0189]. 

Issued;  January  7, 1981. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  81-1277  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7020-02-M 


[Investigation  No.  337-TA-941 

Certain  Wet  Motor  Circulating  Pumps; 
Change  of  Commission  Investigative 
Attorney 

Louis  S.  Mastriani  is  designated 
Commission  Investigative  Attorney  for 
Investigation  No.  337-TA-94,  Certain 
Wet  Motor  Circulating  Pumps,  replacing 
Robert  M.  M.  Seto.  The  service  of  all 
papers  on  the  Commission  Investigative 
Attorney  should  henceforth  be  served 
upon  Louis  S.  Mastriani  effective 
January  7, 1981. 

The  Secretary  is  requested  to  publish 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated;  January  7, 1981. 

Talbot  Lindstrom, 

Chief  Unfair  Import  Investigations  Division, 

|FR  Doc.  81-1274  Filed  1-13-81;  8;45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  7020-02-M 
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[Investigation  No.  337-TA-^4] 

Certain  Wet  Motor  Circulating  Pumps 
and  Components  Thereof;  Order 

Pursuant  to  my  authority  as  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  of  this 
Commission,  I  hereby  designate 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Janet  D. 
Saxon  as  Presiding  OfHcer  in  this 
investigation. 

The  Secretary  shall  serve  a  copy  of 
this  order  upon  all  parties  of  record  and 
shall  publish  it  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued:  December  31, 19B0. 

Donald  K.  DuvaU, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(f  R  Doc.  81-1273  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  7e20-02-M 


Plastic  Animal  Identification  Tags 
From  New  Zeaiand;  Investigation  No. 
303-TA-14  (Finai);  Rescheduled 
Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
prehearing  conference  previously 
scheduled  for  10:00  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on 
January  14, 1981  (45  FR  76553,  November 
19, 1980),  has  been  rescheduled  for  2:00 
p.m.  on  that  date.  The  prehearing 
conference  will  be  held  in  Room  117  at 
the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission  Building,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  All  persons  desiring  to 
appear  and  make  oral  presentations  at 
the  public  hearing  to  be  held  in 
connection  with  this  investigation  on 
January  30, 1981,  should  attend  the 
prehearing  conference. 

Issued:  January  7, 1981. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

|FK  Doc.  n-lZ71  Piled  1-13-81: 8:45  «in| 

BILUNG  CODE  7020-02-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Council  on  the  Role  of  Courts;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Council  on  the  Role  of  Courts  will  meet 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Saturday, 
January  31, 1981.  The  meeting,  which  is 
scheduled  for  9:00  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.,  will 
be  held  at  the  Federal  Judicial  Center. 
1520  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Council  will  consider  several 
essays  and  studies  commissioned  by  it 
that  pertain  to  the  role  of  specialized 
courts,  the  role  of  courts  in  housing  and 
planning  cases,  and  the  adjudication  of 
family  and  commercial  disputes.  Drafts 
of  chapters  of  the  Council's  final  report 
and  the  plans  for  a  national  conference 
will  also  be  discussed. 


The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  Minutes  of  the  proceedings  will 
be  furnished  upon  request. 

Additional  information  may  be 
obtained  from  Richard  B.  Hoffman. 
Office  for  Improvements  in  the 
Administration  of  Justice,  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530.  Telephone:  (202)  633-4609. 

Charles  F.  Wellford, 

Administrator,  Federal  Justice  Research 
Program. 

|f  R  Doc.  81-1262  FSed  1-13-Bl:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4410-01-M 


Guidelines  for  Litigation  To  Enforce 
Obligations  To  Submit  Materials  for 
Predissemination  Review;  Correction 

Federal  Register  Document  80-40215. 
appearing  at  45  FR  85529  (Daily  ed. 
December  29, 1980),  contained  an  error 
of  omission  in  subparagraph  II.B.2.b.ii 
(appearing  on  page  85530  in  column  1). 
Corrected,  that  subparagraph  reads  as 
follows: 

iL  Whether  it  reasonably  appears  that  the 
individual  will  disclose  or  cause  to  be 
disclosed  information  or  material  required  to 
be  submitted  to  an  agency  of  the  United 
States  without  submitting  such  material  or 
information  for  predissemination  review. 

Dated:  January  6. 1981. 

Stephen  |.  Wilkinson, 

Department  of  Justice,  Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer  (Alternate). 

|FR  Doo.  ai-129t  Filed  1-13-81:  a4S  atn| 

BRUNO  CODE  441IHI1-M 


Attorney  General 
[AAG/A  Order  No.  59-81] 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  New  System  of 
Records 

Pursuant  to  the  Privacy  Act,  5  IJ.S.C. 
552a,  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  United  States  Department 
of  Justice,  proposes  to  establish  a  new 
system  of  records,  the  Security  Access 
Control  System  (SACS).  This  system 
will  consist  of  computerized  records 
containing  the  names,  issued  badge 
numbers,  and  the  dates  and  times  of 
entries  of  individuals,  including  escorted 
visitors,  who  were  issued  access  badges 
to  the  J.  Edgar  Hoover  Building. 
Washington,  D.C. 

5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (4)  and  (11)  require 
that  the  public  be  provided  a  30-day 
period  in  which  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  system;  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB),  which 
has  oversight  responsibility  under 
provisions  of  the  Act,  requires  a  60-day 
period  in  which  to  review  the  proposed 
system  prior  to  implementation. 
Althou^  a  waiver  of  this  60-day 


requirement  has  been  requested  from 
OMB,  the  public,  OMB  and  the  Congress 
are  invited  to  submit  written  comments 
on  this  system.  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Administrative 
Counsel,  Justice  Management  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  Room  6315, 10th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20530.  If  no  comments 
are  received  from  either  the  public, 

OMB.  or  the  Congress  by  March  16, 

1981,  the  system  will  be  implemented 
without  further  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  No  oral  hearings  are 
contemplated. 

Appropriate  reports  have  been  Tiled 
with  the  Congress  and  OMB. 

Dated:  January  5. 1981. 

Kevin  D.  Rooney, 

Assistant  Attorney  General  for 
Administration. 

JUSTICE/FBI-013 

SVSTEM  NAME: 

Security  Access  Control  System 
(SACS) 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  J. 
Edgar  Hoover  Building,  10th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C  20535. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INOIVIDUAI.S  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Individuals,  both  FBI  employees  and 
outside  visitors,  who  have  been  granted 
access  to  the  J.  Edgar  Hoover  Building. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  system  contains  computerized 
information  concerning  names,  badge 
numbers,  and  the  dates  and  times  of 
entries  of  those  individuals,  including 
escorted  visitors,  who  have  been  issued 
access  badges  to  the  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
Building. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  HAINTBIANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

The  maintenance  of  this  system  is 
authorized  by  Executive  Order  12065. 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)(10))  and  Pub.  L.  No.  90-620,  as 
amend^  (44  U.S.C.  Chapters  21  and  33). 
Each  of  these  two  statutes,  as  well  as 
the  Executive  Order,  is  directed  toward 
security  of  United  States  Government 
records  maintained  by  Federal  agencies. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SVSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Category  of  users:  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  management  officials  and 
security  persoxmel.  The  information  is 
used  to  determine  the  status  of 
Individuals  entering  the  building  and 
maintain  control  of  badges  issued  to 
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individuals  requiring  access  to  the  ]. 
Edgar  Hoover  Building. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

The  automated  portion  of  the  records 
is  maintained  on  a  magnetic  tape. 
Documentary  records  are  maintained  in 
manual  Hie  folders. 

retrievabiuty: 

Alphabetically  by  last  name: 
numerically  by  access  badge  number. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Maintained  in  a  locked  room,  which  is 
manned  24  hours  per  day,  with  access 
limited  to  FBI  security  personnel. 

RENTENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Computerized  information  had  been 
maintained  for  1  year  with  hard  copy 
computer  listings  maintained  for  6 
months.  However,  pursuant  to  the 
preliminary  injunction  with 
modifications,  issued  by  Judge  Harold 
H.  Greene,  United  States  District  Court, 
District  of  Columbia,  in  the  Civil  Action 
American  Friends  Service  Committee,  et 
al.  V.  William  H.  Webster,  et  al, 

(U.S.D.C.  D.C.)  Civil  Action  No.  79-1655, 
destruction  programs  have  been 
suspended,  hi  addition,  cards  containing 
badge  information  are  maintained 
indefinitely,  with  duplicate  badges  being 
maintained  on  individuals  granted 
permanent  access  to  the  building  until 
access  is  no  longer  requked  and  upon 
separation  or  transfer. 

SYSTEM  MANAGERtS)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  ].  Edgar  Hoover  Building. 
10th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20535. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Inquiry  concerning  this  system  should 
be  in  writing  and  made  to  the  system 
manager  listed  above. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES; 

Same  as  above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

See  categories  of  individuals. 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  ACT. 

None. 
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NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Humanities  Panel;  Meeting 

December  29, 1980. 

AGENCY:  National  Endowment  for  the 
Humanities. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  the  provision  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463,  as  amended),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  following  meeting 
of  the  Humanities  Panel  will  be  held  at 
806 15th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20506. 

Date:  January  29-30, 1981. 

Time:  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 

Room:  1134. 

Program:  This  meeting  will  review 
applications  submitted  for  Research 
Materials  Program:  Computer  Panel 
Division  of  Research  Programs,  for  projects 
beginning  after  June  15, 1981. 

The  proposed  meeting  is  for  the 
purpose  of  Panel  review,  discussion, 
evaluation  and  recommendation  on 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
under  the  National  Foundation  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities  Act  of  1965.  as 
amended,  including  discussion  of 
information  given  in  conhdence  to  the 
agency  by  grant  applicants.  Because  the 
proposed  meeting  will  consider 
information  that  is  likely  to  disclose, 

(1)  trade  secrets  and  commercial  or 
financial  information  obtained  from  a 
person  and  privileged  or  confidential; 

(2)  information  of  a  personal  nature 
the  disclosure  of  which  would  constitute 
a  clearly  imwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy:  and 

(3)  information  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  significantly  frustrate 
implementation  of  proposed  agency 
action;  pursuant  to  authority  granted  me 
by  the  Chairman’s  Delegation  of 
Authority  to  Close  Advisory  Committee 
Meetings,  dated  January  15, 1978, 1  have 
determined  that  this  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)(4),  (6)  and  (9)(B)  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  about  this 
meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Stephen  J.  McCleary,  Advisory 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Endowment  for  the 
Humanities,  Washington,  DC  20506.  or 
call  (202)  724-0367. 

Stephen  J.  McCleary, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 
fR  Doc.  81-1322  Filed  1-13-81;  8:45  iini) 

eiUlNQ  CODE  7536-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

IRelease  No.  11541;  812-4772] 

USAA  Mutual  Fund,  Inc.,  USAA  Capital 
Growth  Fund,  Inc.,  USAA  Income  Fund, 
Inc.;  Filing  of  Application 

January  7, 1981. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  USAA 
Mutual  Fund,  Inc.  ("Successor”),  USAA 
Capital  Growth  Fund,  Inc.  (“Growth”) 
and  USAA  Income  Fund,  Inc.  (“Income,” 
collectively  with  Successor  and  Growth. 
“Applicants”),  9800  Fredericksburg 
Road,  San  Antonio,  Texas  78288,  each 
registered  as  a  diversified,  open-end, 
management  investment  company  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”),  filed  an  application  on 
November  26, 1980,  and  an  amendment 
thereto  on  January  5, 1981,  for  an  order 
of  the  Commission  (1)  pursuant  to 
Section  17(b)  of  the  Act  exempting 
Applicants  from  the  provisions  of 
Section  17(a)  of  the  Act  to  permit 
Growth  and  Income  to  effect  a 
reorganization  and  (2)  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  exempting 
Successor  from  the  provisions  of  Section 
2(a)(41)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  2a-4  and 
22c-l  thereunder  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  permit  Successor’s  money  market 
series  to  value  its  portfolio  assets  by  use 
of  the  amortized  cost  method  of 
valuation.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  for  a  statement  of  the 
representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  application  states  that  Growth 
and  Income  are  both  no-load  investment 
companies  organized  as  Texas 
corporations  and  have  shares  registered 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 
Successor  is  a  Maryland  corporation 
which  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of 
succeeding  to  the  business  of  Growth 
and  Income  pursuant  to  a  proposed  plan 
of  reorganization  (“Plan”).  According  to 
the  application,  the  Plan  will  be 
submitted  for  approval  by  the 
shareholders  of  Growth  and  Income  and 
is  scheduled  to  be  effective  on  or  about 
January  31, 1981.  The  application  further 
states  that  Growth  and  Income  are,  and 
Successor  will  be,  managed  by  USAA 
Investment  Management  Company,  Inc. 
(“Adviser”). 

Applicants  state  that  the  Plan  will  be 
accomplished  by  merger  of  Growth  and 
Income  into  Successor,  which  will  be 
organized  as  a  series  company  with 
three  separate  series  of  shares.  The 
application  states  that  the  three  series 
will  be:  (1)  “Growth  Fund”  series  which 
will  be  issued  immediately  following  the 
reorganization  to  holders  of  Growth;  (2) 
“Income  Fund”  series  which  will  be 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  46,  No.  9  /  Wednesday,  January  14,  1981  /  Notices 


3307 


issued  immediately  following  the 
reorganization  to  holders  of  Income;  and 
(3)  “Money  Market  Fund”  ("Money”) 
series  which  will  represent  interests  in  a 
new  portfolio  of  securities  and  initially 
will  be  o^ered  to  the  public  following 
the  reorganization. 

Applicants  state  that  in  order  to 
comply  with  certain  shareholder  voting 
requirements  of  the  Act,  prior  to  the 
reorganization.  Successor  will  issue  to 
Growth  and  Income  one  share  of  each 
of,  respectively.  Growth  Fund  series  and 
Income  Fund  series  and  that  the 
shareholders  of  Growth  and  Income  will 
be  asked  to  authorize  Growth  and 
Income  to  vote  such  shares  to  elect 
directors  of  Successor  and  to  ratify  the 
selection  of  auditors  and  the  advisory 
agreement  approved  by  Successor’s 
directors.  Applicants  state  as  a  result  of 
such  shareholdings.  Growth  and  Income 
could  be  said  to  be  afniiates  of 
Successor  and  an  affiliate  of  an  affiliate 
of  each  other.  Additionally,  Applicants 
state,  without  conceding,  that  Income 
and  Growth  might  be  viewed  as 
affiliated  persons  by  virtue  of  their 
common  investment  adviser,  officers 
and  directors  and  that  therefore  it  might 
be  argued  that  the  reorganization  of 
Growth  and  Income  into  Successor  is 
prohibited  by  Section  17(a)  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  state  that  Money  is  to  be  a 
money  market  fund  and  is  designed  as 
an  investment  vehicle  for  institutional 
and  individual  investors  with  temporary 
cash  balances  or  cash  reserves.  The 
objective  of  Money  will  be  to  seek  as 
high  a  rate  of  current  income  as  is 
consistent  with  preservation  of  capital 
and  maintenance  of  liquidity.  To 
achieve  that  objective.  Applicants  state 
that  Money  will  invest  in  debt 
obligations  consisting  of  maricetable 
securities  issued  by  or  guaranteed  by 
the  United  States  Government  or  its 
agencies  or  instrumentalities,  domestic 
bank  negotiable  certiHcates  of  deposit, 
bankers  acceptances,  commercial  paper 
rated  A-1  or  Prime-1  and  bonds  with  a 
maturity  of  one  year  or  less. 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  provides  that  it  shall  be  unlawful 
for  any  affiliated  person  of  a  registered 
investment  company  knowingly  to  sell 
or  to  purchase  from  such  registered 
company  any  security  or  other  property. 
Section  17(b)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  upon  application,  shall 
exempt  a  proposed  transaction  from  the 
provisions  of  Section  17(a)  if  evidence 
establishes  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction,  including  the 
consideration  to  be  paid  or  received,  are 
reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not  involve 
overreaching  on  the  part  of  any  person 
concerned,  and  that  the  proposed 


transaction  is  consistent  with  the  policy 
of  each  registered  investment  company 
involved  and  with  the  general  purposes 
of  the  Act.  While  Applicants  do  not 
concede  that  they  are  affiliated  persons 
of  each  other,  or  that  they  are  affiliated 
persons  of  such  persons,  they 
acknowledge  that  the  view  has  been 
taken  that  registered  investment 
companies  having  a  common  investment 
adviser  are  under  that  adviser's  common 
control  and  therefore  are  affiliated 
persons  of  each  other.  Applicants  have, 
therefore,  filed  this  application  to  avoid 
any  question  being  raised  under  Section 
17(a)  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  transaction. 

As  here  pertinent.  Section  2(a)(41)  of 
the  Act  defines  value  to  mean;  (1)  with 
respect  to  securities  for  which  market 
quotations  are  readily  available,  the 
market  value  or  such  securities,  and  (2) 
with  respect  to  other  securities  and 
assets,  fair  value  as  determined  in  good 
faith  by  the  board  of  directors.  Rule  22c- 
1  adopted  under  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  no  registered  investment 
company  or  principal  underwriter 
therefor  issuing  any  redeemable  security 
shall  sell,  redeem  or  repurchase  any 
such  security  except  at  a  price  based  on 
the  current  net  asset  value  of  such 
security  which  is  next  computed  after 
receipt  of  a  tender  of  such  security  for 
redemption  or  of  an  order  to  purchase  or 
to  sell  such  security.  Rule  2a-4  adopted 
under  the  Act  provides,  as  here  relevant, 
that  the  "current  net  asset  value”  of  a 
redeemable  security  issued  by  a 
registered  investment  company  used  in 
computing  its  price  for  the  purposes  of 
distribution  and  redemption  shall  be  an 
amount  which  reflects  calculations 
made  substantially  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  that  rule,  with 
estimates  used  where  necessary  or 
appropriate.  Rule  2a-4  further  states 
that  portfolio  securities  with  respect  to 
which  market  quotations  are  readily 
available  shall  be  valued  at  current 
market  value,  and  that  other  securities 
and  assets  shall  be  valued  at  fair  value 
as  determined  in  good  faith  by  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  registered  company. 
Prior  to  the  filing  of  the  application,  the 
Commission  expressed  its  view  that, 
among  other  things:  (1)  Rule  2a-4  under 
the  Act  requires  that  portfolio 
instruments  of  “money  market”  funds  be 
valued  with  reference  to  market  factors, 
and  (2)  it  would  be  inconsistent, 
generally,  with  the  provisions  of  Rule 
2a-4  for  a  “money  market”  fund  to  value 
its  portfolio  instruments  on  an  amortized 
cost  basis  (Investment  Company  Act 
Release  No.  9786,  May  31, 1977). 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  upon  application  the 


Commission  may  conditionally  or 
unconditionally  exempt  any  person, 
security,  or  transaction,  or  any  class  or 
classes  of  persons,  securities,  or 
transactions,  from  any  provision  or 
provisions  of  the  Act  or  of  the  rules 
thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent  that  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  and  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
purposes  fairly  intended  by  the  policy 
and  provisions  of  the  Act.  Applicants 
submit  that  the  exemptions  they  request 
satisfy  these  standards  in  view  of  their 
management  policies  and  the  conditions 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  support  of  the  order  requested 
pursuant  to  Section  17(b)  of  the  Act 
exempting  Applicants  from  the 
provisions  of  Section  17(a)  of  the  Act, 
Applicants  state  that  the  terms  of  the 
Plan  are  reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not 
involve  overreaching  by  any  of  the 
Applicants  and  are  consistent  with  the 
investment  policies  of  each  Applicant  as 
well  as  the  general  purposes  of  the  Act. 
Applicants  assert  that,  in  the  view  of  the 
boards  of  directors  of  Growth  and 
Income,  the  creation  of  a  single 
company,  which  is  able  to  offer  shares 
of  different  series  with  distinct 
investment  objectives  and  policies  and 
which  is  able  to  create  new  series  to 
serve  as  additional  investment  vehicles, 
has  both  operational  and  marketing 
advantages.  Applicants  assert  that  these 
advantages  include  the  ability  to 
combine  reports  and  prospectuses,  the 
holding  of  only  one  annual  meeting  and 
other  administrative  efficiencies  which 
should  result  in  legal,  auditing,  transfer 
agent  fees  and  printing  costs  being 
lower  than  if  the  series  were  operated  as 
separate  corporations.  Applicants  also 
state  that  prior  to  the  reorganization. 
Successor  will  have  only  nominal  assets 
and  liabilities  and  will  have  issued 
shares  only  to  Growth  and  Income. 
Additionally  the  assets  and  liabilities  of 
Growth  and  Income  assumed  by 
Successor  will  be  designated  as 
belonging  to,  respectively.  Growth  and 
Income  Fund;  and  each  share  of  Growth 
and  Income  will  be  converted  into  the 
same  number  of  shares  and  will  have 
the  same  net  asset  value  per  share  as, 
respectively  Growth  Fund  and  Income 
Fund.  Thus  Applicants  assert  that 
shares  of  each  such  series  into  which 
the  outstanding  shares  of  Growth  and 
Income  will  be  converted,  will  continue 
to  represent  the  same  economic 
interests  after  the  reorganization  as  they 
presently  represent.  The  application 
also  states  that  all  expenses  incurred  by 
Growth  and  Income  in  connection  with 
the  reorganization  in  excess  of  normal 
operating  expenses  will  be  borne  by 
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Adviser.  Normal  operating  expenses 
will  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the 
expenses  incurred  during  the  proceeding 
fiscal  year,  adjusted  to  reflect  any 
significant  deviation  in  such  costs  as 
compared  with  the  average  operating 
expenses  incurred  in  the  last  five  fiscal 
years.  Finally.  Applicants  state  that 
Growth  and  Income  have  obtained  a 
ruling  from  the  Internal  Revenue  Service 
that  the  reorganization  will  be  a  non- 
taxable  transaction. 

In  support  of  their  request  for  an  order 
pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the  Act 
exempting  Applicants  from  the 
provisions  of  Section  2(a)(41)  of  the  Act 
and  Rules  2a-4  and  22c-l  thereunder. 
Applicants  state  they  believe  that  two 
features  are  necessary  to  market  a 
“money  market"  fund  effectively:  (1) 
certainly  of  stability  of  principal  and  (2) 
a  steady  flow  of  predictable  and 
competitive  investment  income. 
Applicants  believe  that  by  maintaining  a 
portfolio  of  high  quality,  short-term 
money  market  instruments  valued  at 
amortized  cost  they  can  provide  these 
features  and  the  board  of  directors  of 
Successor  has  properly  determined  in 
good  faith  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  to  value  the  portfolio  of  Money  by 
use  of  the  amortized  cost  method  of 
valuation  and  that  that  method  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  shareholders  of  Money. 
Further.  Successor’s  board  of  directors 
has  determined  in  good  faith  that  absent 
unusual  or  extraordinary  circumstances, 
the  amortized  cost  method  of  valuing  the 
portfolio  securities  of  Money  is 
appropriate  and  will  reflect  the  fair 
value  of  those  securities. 

Successor  has  agreed  to  adhere  to  the 
following  conditions  with  respect  to  any 
order  of  exemption  permitting  the  use  of 
amortized  cost  valuation: 

(1)  In  supervising  Money’s  operations 
and  delegating  special  responsibilities 
involving  management  of  Money’s 
portfolio  to  Successor’s  investment 
adviser.  Successor’s  board  of  directors 
undertakes — as  a  particular 
responsibility  within  the  overall  duty  of 
care  owed  to  its  shareholders — to 
establish  procedures  reasonably 
designed,  taking  into  account  current 
market  conditions  and  Money’s 
investment  objectives,  to  stabilize 
Money’s  net  asset  value  per  share  as 
computed  for  the  purpose  of 
distribution,  redemption  and  repurchase 
at  Sl.OO  per  share. 

(2)  Included  in  the  procedures  to  be 
adopted  by  the  board  of  directors  shall 
be  the  following: 

(a)  Review  by  Successor's  board  of 
directors,  as  it  deems  appropriate  and  at  such 
inter\'als  as  are  reasonable  in  light  of  current 
market  conditions,  to  determine  the  extent  of 
deviation,  if  any.  of  the  net  asset  value  per 


share  of  Money  as  determined  by  using 
available  market  quotations  from  the  $1.00 
amortized  cost  price  per  share,  and 
maintenance  of  records  of  such  review.  * 

(b)  In  the  event  such  deviation  from  the 
$1.00  amortized  cost  price  per  share  of  Money 
exceeds  M>  of  1  per  cent,  a  requirement  that 
the  directors  will  promptly  consider  what 
action,  if  any.  should  be  initiated. 

(c)  Where  Successor’s  board  of  directors 
believes  the  extent  of  any  deviation  from 
Money’s  Sl.OO  amortized  cost  price  per  share 
may  result  in  material  dilution  or  other  unfair 
results  to  investors  or  existing  shareholders, 
it  shall  take  such  action  as  it  deems 
appropriate  to  eliminate  or  to  reduce  to  the 
extent  reasonably  practicable  such  dilution 
or  unfair  results,  which  action  may  include; 
redemption  of  shares  in  kind;  the  sale  of 
portfolio  instruments  prior  to  maturity  to 
realize  capital  gains  or  losses  or  to  shorten 
Money’s  average  portfolio  maturity; 
withholding  dividends;  or  utilizing  a  net  asset 
value  per  share  as  determined  by  using 
available  market  quotations. 

(3)  Successor  will  cause  Money  to 
maintain  a  dollar-weighted  average 
portfolio  maturity  appropriate  to  its 
objective  of  maintaining  a  stable  net 
asset  value  per  share  for  Money: 
provided,  however,  that  Money  will  not 
(a)  purchase  any  instrument  with  a 
remaining  maturity  of  greater  than  one 
year,  or  (b)  maintain  a  dollar-weighted 
average  portfolio  maturity  in  excess  of 
120  days.2 

(4)  Successor  will  record,  maintain 
and  preserve  permanently  in  an  easily 
accessible  place  a  writtert  copy  of  the 
procedures  (and  any  modifications 
thereto)  described  in  condition  1  above, 
and  Successor  will  record,  maintain  and 
preserve  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  six 
years  (the  first  two  years  in  an  easily 
accessible  place)  a  written  record  of 
directors'  considerations  and  ge  actions 
taken  in  connection  with  the  discharge 
of  their  responsibilities,  as  set  forth 
above,  to  be  included  in  the  minutes  of 
the  directors’  meetings.  The  documents 
preserved  pursuant  to  this  condition 
shall  be  subject  to  inspection  by  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with  Section 
31(b)  of  the  Act  as  though  such 


'  Successor  states  that  to  fulfill  this  condition,  it 
intends  to  use  actual  quotations  or  estimates  of 
market  value  reflecting  current  market  conditions 
chosen  by  its  board  of  directors  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion  to  be  appropriate  indicators  of  value.  In 
addition.  Successor  states  that  the  quotations  or 
estimates  utilized  may  include,  inter  alia.  (1) 
quotations  or  estimates  of  market  value  for 
individual  portfolio  instruments,  or  (2)  values 
obtained  from  yield  data  relating  to  classes  of 
money  market  instruments  published  by  reputable 
sources. 

’‘In  fulfilling  this  condition,  if  the  disposition  of  a 
portfolio  instrument  results  in  a  dollar-weighted 
average  portfolio  maturity  in  excess  of  120  days. 
Money  will  invest  its  available  cash  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  reduce  its  dollar-weighted  average 
portfolio  maturity  to  120  days  or  less  as  soon  as 
rcrasonably  practicable. 


documents  were  records  required  to  be 
maintained  pursuant  to  rules  adopted 
under  Section  31(a)  of  the  Act. 

(5)  Successor  will  limit  the  portfolio 
investments  of  Money,  including 
repurchase  agreements,  to  those  United 
Stales  dollar-denominated  instruments 
which  the  directors  determine  present 
minimal  credit  risks  and  which  are  of 
high  quality  as  determined  by  any  major 
rating  service  or,  in  the  case  of  any 
instrument  that  is  not  rated,  of 
comparable  quality  as  determined  by 
Successor’s  directors. 

(6)  Successor  will  include  in  each 
quarterly  report,  as  an  attachment  to 
Form  N-lQ,  a  statement  as  to  whether 
any  action  pursuant  to  condition  2(c) 
was  taken  during  the  preceding  fiscal 
quarter,  and.  if  any  action  was  taken, 
will  describe  the  nature  and 
circumstances  of  such  action. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  rot  later  than 
January  29. 1981,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  application 
accompanied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controverted, 
or  he  may  request  that  he  be  notified  if 
the  Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicants  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  W’ith  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act. 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Oi.i..  81-1191  Filed  l-i;i-81;  6:45  (im| 
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[Release  No.  17426;  SR-NYSE-80-35] 

New  York  Stock  Exchange, 
Incorporated;  Proposed  Rule  Change 

January  7, 1981. 

On  September  29, 1980,  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  11  Wall  Street, 

New  York,  New  York  10041,  filed  with 
the  Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934,  U.S.C.  78(s)(b)(lJ  (the  "Act”) 
and  Rule  19b-4  thereunder,  copies  of  a 
proposed  rule  change  which  clarifies  the 
intent  of  Rule  326  regarding  when 
members  who  carry  customer  accounts 
are  required  to  cease  expansion  of  or 
reduce  its  business  because  of  the 
existence  of  conditions  affecting  its 
financial  responsibility. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
34-17285,  November  12, 1980)  and  by 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (45 
FR  76560,  November  17, 1980).  All 
written  statements  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  rule  change  which  were  filed 
with  the  Commission  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person  were  considered  and 
(with  the  exception  of  those  statements 
or  communications  which  may  be 
withheld  from  the  public  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  §  552) 
were  made  available  to  the  public  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Room. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  national  securities 
exchange  and  in  particular,  the 
requirements  of  Section  8  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

By  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsinunons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1196  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  am| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

Class  Life  Asset  Depreciation  Range 
System;  Study  of  Property  Used  in 
Converting  Wind  Energy 

The  Office  of  Industrial  Economics  of 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  has  initiated  a  Class  Life  Asset 
Depreciation  Range  System  study  of 
property  used  in  converting  wind  energy 
to  electricity  or  to  other  useful  forms. 

The  purpose  of  the  study  is  to  provide 
an  asset  depreciation  guideline  class,  a 
guideline  depreciation  period  and  range, 
and  a  repair  allowance  percentage  for 
the  property.  This  study  is  being  made  in 
order  to  help  keep  the  Class  Life  Asset 
Depreciation  Range  System  up  to  date, 
as  required  by  IRC  Secs.  167(m)  and 
263(e)  and  Reg.  Sec.  1.167{a}-ll. 

All  persons  interested  in  this  study 
may  submit  comments  in  writing  to  the 
Office  of  Industrial  Economics. 
Information  from  all  interested  persons 
is  solicited.  All  mail  concerning  this 
study  should  be  addressed  to:  Office  of 
Industrial  Economics,  Wind  Energy 
Property  Project,  P.O.  Box  28018, 
Washington,  D.C.  20005. 

Dated;  January  8, 1981. 

Emil  M.  Sunley, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Tax  Analysis}. 

(FR  Doc.  81-1188  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  ain| 
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U.S.  REGULATORY  COUNCIL 

Publication  and  Availability  of  the 
Automobile  Calendar 
AGENCY:  U.S.  Regulatory  Council. 
action:  The  Automobile  Calendar. — 
Notice  of  publication  and  availability. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  inform  ail 
interested  parties  that  the  U.S. 
Regulatory  Council  plans  to  publish  The 
Automobile  Calendar:  Recent  and 
Pending  Federal  Activities  Affecting 
Motor  Vehicles  on  January  21, 1981.  The 
Calendar  will  be  available  from  the  U.S. 
Regulatory  Council  and  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  DC  20402,  (202)  783-3238, 
as  stock  No.  052-003-00791-6. 

ADDRESS:  U.S.  Regulatory  Council,  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  726  Jackson 
Place,  N.W.,  Room  5002,  Washington, 
DC  20503,  Telephone  202-395-6110. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
For  information  about  The  Automobile 
Calendar: 


3309 


David  M.  Klaus,  Associate  Director,  U.S. 

Regulatory  Council,  New  Executive 

Office  Building,  Room  5002,  726 

Jackson  Place,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 

20503,  Telephone  202-653-7244. 

For  information  about  Regulatory 
Council  Calendar  Projects  in  general; 
Mark  G.  Schoenberg,  Associate  Director 
for  Operations  and  Interagency 
Coordination,  U.S.  Regulatory  Council, 
New  Executive  Office  Building,  Room 
5002,  726  Jackson  Place,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20503,  Telephone  202- 
653-7240. 

SUPPlfMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Automobile  Calendar  provides  a 
comprehensive  review  of  recent  and 
pending  regulations  and  other  Federal 
activities  intended  to  aff’ect  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  use  of  the 
automobile  and  other  motor  vehicles.  It 
is  intended  to  be  a  pilot,  industry 
specific  calendar,  modeled  on  the 
Council's  Calendar  of  Federal 
Regulations  which  is  published  twice  a 
year  in  May  and  November. 

The  Automobile  Calendar  is  designed 
to  promote  and  improve  public  debate  of 
regulatory  issues  relating  to  the 
automobile  and  other  motor  vehicles  by 
providing  information  to  and  facilitating 
the  participation  of  trade  and  consumer 
groups,  motor  vehicle  and  motor  vehicle 
parts  manufacturers,  research  and 
academic  groups,  the  Congress,  and 
other  government  agencies.  It  is  also 
intended  to  provide  a  data  base  for 
studies  of  the  impact  of  regulation  on 
the  automobile.  As  a  resource  for 
research  and  academic  groups,  as  well 
as  others  within  and  outside  government 
involved  in  economic  and  regulatory 
policy  development,  the  Automobile 
Calendar  provides  in  one  place 
important  information  about  current 
regulatory  activities  that  will  be 
necessary  to  assess  the  impact  of 
alternative  future  policies.  It  is  a 
prototype  of  future  calendars  for  other 
industries. 

We  will  be  interested  in  receiving 
public  comments  on  the  usefulness  of 
this  Calendar  and  whether  similar 
calendars  for  other  industries  would  be 
useful. 

Dated;  January  9, 1981. 

Peter  J.  Petkas, 

Director. 

|FR  Doc.  81-1255  Filed  1-13-81:  8:45  ain| 
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(M-303  Arndt.  2,  Jan.  7, 19811 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  January  8. 

1981. 

PLACE:  Room  1027  (open),  room  1012 
(closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT:  6a.  Docket  38863,  Air  Florida 
System,  Inc. — Westgate-California 
Corporation  Acquisition  Show-Cause 
Proceeding  (Memo  201,  BDA,  OGC, 

BCP). 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

IS-42-61  Filed  4;5,'l  p.m  | 
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[M-303  Arndt.  3,  Jan.  8, 1981 1 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  January  8, 

1981. 

PLACE:  Room  1027  (open),  room  1012 
(closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT:  16.  Procedures  for  Handling 
Section  419  Subsidy  Rates  at  the  End  of 
the  Current  Subsidy  Rate  Periods: 
Request  for  instructions.  (Memo  No.  198, 
BDA) 

STATUS:  Open. 


PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

lS-43-81  Filed  1-9-81;  4:53  pm) 
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[M-303  Arndt.  1.  Jan.  7, 1981] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  January  8, 

1981  (closed  meeting  will  follow  the  9:30 
open  meeting). 

PLACE:  Room  1012, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
SUBJECT:  21.  Negotiations  with  Japan. 
(BIA), 

STATUS:  Closed. 

PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

iS-44-Bl  Filed  1-9-81:  4:53  pm| 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  11:00  a.m.,  Friday. 
January  23. 1981. 

place:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 
status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Surveillance  briefing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

|S-45-ei  Filed  1-12-81: 8:51  am| 
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FEDERAL  DETOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  open  session  at  2:00  p.m.  on 
Monday.  January  19, 1981,  to  consider 
the  following  matters: 

Disposition  of  minutes  of  previous 
meetings. 

Recommendation  regarding  the 
liquidation  of  a  bank’s  assets  acquired 
by  the  Corporation  in  its  capacity  as 
receiver,  liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent 
of  those  assets; 


Case  No.  44,629-L — City  and  County  Bank  of 
Campbell  County.  Jellico,  Tennessee 

Memorandum  re:  Reducing  Future 
Interest  Expenses  in  Connection  With 
Employee  Transfers. 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Minutes  of  the  actions  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Liquidations,  Loans  and 
Purchases  of  Assets  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 
Reports  of  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Bank  Supervision  with  respect  to 
applications  or  requests  approved  by  him 
and  the  various  Regional  Directors 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the 
Board  of  Directors. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 — 17th  Street 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be,directed  to  Mr. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson.  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  January  12. 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

lS-48-81  Filed  1-12-81;  11:17  a.m.l 
BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  2:30  p.m.  on  Monday,  January  19, 

1981,  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  closed  session,  by  vote  of  the 
Board  of  Directors  pursuant  to  sections 
552b(c)(2).  (c)(4),  (c)(6).  (c)(8). 

(c)(9)(A)(ii).  (c)(9)(B).  and  (c)(10)  of  Title 
5,  United  States  Code,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Applications  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance: 

Truckee  River  Bank,  a  proposed  new  bank,  to 
be  located  at  10066  Main  Street,  Truckee, 
California. 

Nonotuck  Savings  Bank.  Northampton. 
Massachusetts,  an  operating  noninsured 
bank. 

Comstock  bank,  a  proposed  new  bank,  to  be 
located  at  the  northeast  corner  of  Stewart 
and  Washington  Streets,  Carson  City, 
Nevada. 

Bank  of  Chapmanville,  a  proposed  new  bank, 
to  be  located  at  Railroad  Avenue  and  Sixth 
Street,  Chapmanville.  West  Virginia. 
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Request  for  modihcation  of  conditions 
imposed  in  granting  Federal  deposit 
insurance: 

Investors  Bank  &  Trust  Company,  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

Applications  for  consent  to  establish  a 
branch: 

Home  Savings  Bank  of  Upstate  New  York, 
Albany,  New  York,  for  consent  to  establish 
a  branch  on  Columbia  Turnpike,  200  yards 
southwest  of  Sherwood  Avenue,  Town  of 
East  Greenbush,  New  York. 

The  Community  Savings  Bank,  Rochester, 

New  York,  for  consent  to  establish  a 
branch  at  the  southeast  comer  of  Muller 
Boulevard  and  Jefferson  Road,  Town  of 
Henrietta,  New  York. 

Application  for  consent  to  acquire 
assets  and  assume  liabilities: 

Old  Stone  Bank,  Providence,  Rhode  Island, 
for  consent  to  acquire  the  assets  and 
assume  the  liabilities  of  Nationwide  Real 
Estate  Investors,  Columbus,  Ohio,  a 
noninsured,  nonbanking  entity. 

Notice  of  acquisition  of  control: 

The  Farmers  State  Bank  of  Norwich,  Kansas, 
Norwich,  Kansas. 

Recommendations  regarding  the 
liquidation  of  a  bank’s  assets  acquired 
by  the  Corporation  in  its  capacity  as 
receiver,  liquidator,  or  liquidating  agent 
of  those  assets: 

Case  No.  44,486-SR — ^American  Bank  &  Trust 
Company,  New  York,  New  York 
Case  No.  44,603-L — Franklin  National  Bank, 
New  York,  New  York 
Case  No.  44,617-1, — ^The  Drovers’  National 
Bank  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  Illinois 
Case  No.  44,622-NR — United  States  National 
Bank,  San  Diego,  California 
Case  No.  44,623-L — American  City  Bank  & 
Trust  Company,  National  Association, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation,  termination,  or  conduct  of 
administrative  enforcement  proceedings 
(cease-and-desist  proceedings, 
termination-of-insurance  proceedings, 
suspension  or  removal  proceedings,  or 
assessment  of  civil  money  penalties) 
against  certain  insured  banks  or  ofHcers, 
directors,  employees,  agents,  or  other 
persons  participating  in  the  conduct  of 
the  affairs  thereof: 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  banks  authorized  to  be  exempt  from 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (c](6],  (c](6],  (c)(9](A](ii)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c}(6),  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Personnel  actions  regarding 
appointments,  promotions, 
administrative  pay  increases, 
reassignments,  retirements,  separations, 
removals,  etc.: 

Names  of  employees  authorized  to  be  exempt 
from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions 


of  subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6)  of  the 
"Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552B(c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Reports  of  the  Director,  Division  of 
Liquidation: 

Memorandum  re:  Reports  Required  Under 
Delegated  Authority  Sale  of  Reql  or 
Personal  Property 

Memorandum  re:  Reports  Required  Under 
Delegated  Authority  Foreclosure  Bids 
Memorandum  re:  Reports  Required  Under 
Deigated  Authority  Expenditures 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 — 17th  Street. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C, 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 
Hoyle  L  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  380-4425. 

Dated:  January  12, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

|S-4g-81  Filed  1-12-ai;  11:17  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 

7 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.,  January  16, 
1981. 

PLACE:  Room  9306,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

(1)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation  and  the  Agency's 
Participation  in  a  Civil  Action. 

(2)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
Disposition  by  the  Agency  of  a  Particular 
Case  of  Formal  Agency  Adjudication. 

(3)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation  and  the  Disposition  by  the 
Agency  of  a  Case  of  Formal  Agency 
Adjudication. 

(4)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation. 

(5)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation  and  the  Agency's 
Participation  in  a  Civil  Action. 

(6)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
the  Agency's  Participation  in  a  Civil  Action. 

(7)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation. 

(8)  Commission  Deliberations  Concerning 
an  Investigation  and  the  Disposition  by  the 
Agency  of  a  Case  of  Formal  Agency 
Adjudication. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary;  telephone  (202)  357-8400. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|S-45.ai  Filed  1-12-81;  8:58  am| 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

Board  of  Governors. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Monday, 
January  19, 1981. 

place:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assignments,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserve  System  employees. 

2.  Proposals  relating  to  the  building 
program  and  target  budget  for  a  new  building 
for  the  Jacksonville  Branch  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 

3.  Proposed  purchase,  under  competitive 
bidding,  of  computer  equipment  within  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

4.  Any  items  carried  forward  from  a 
previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated;  January  9, 1981. 

James  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IS-ll-81  Tiled  1-9-81:  4:35  pm| 
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MERIT  SYSTEMS  PROTECTION  BOARD. 
TIME  AND  DATE:  10:00  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
January  21, 1981. 

PLACE:  Room  401,  U.S.  Court  of  Customs 
and  Patent  Appeals,  717  Madison  Place, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Hearing  in 
Acting  Special  Counsel  v.  Paul  D. 
Sullivan,  Docket  No.  HQ120600018. 
CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
informahon:  Kathy  W.  Semone, 
Director,  Division  of  Records  and 
Inquiries,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  202- 
632-4525. 

Merit  Systems  Protection  Board. 

Ruth  T.  Prokop, 

Chairwoman. 

|S-t7-81  Filed  1-12-81;  9:42  am| 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
DATE:  Week  of  January  12, 1981. 

PLACE:  Commissioners’  conference 
room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Monday, 
January  12: 

No  Commission  meetings. 
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Tuesday,  January  13: 

2:00  p.m.:  1.  Discussion  of  Near-Term  CP 
Requirements  (approximately  IV^  hours, 
public  meeting). 

Wednesday,  January  14: 

10:00  a.m.:  1.  Discussion  and  Vote  on  Full- 
Power  OL  for  Salem  (approximately  IMi 
hours,  public  meeting). 

2:00  p.m.;  1.  Briefing  on  Plan  for  Systematic 
Assessment  of  Currently  Operating  Reactors 
(approximately  2  hours,  public  meeting). 

Thursday,  January  15: 

10:00  a.m.:  1.  Briefing  on  Action  Plan — 

Items  due  in  January  1981  (approximately  IV^ 
hours,  public  meeting). 

2:00  p.m.:  1.  Briefing  on  Status  of  Standard 
Review  Plan  (approximately  IV2  hours,  public 
meeting). 

2.  Affirmation  Session  (approximately  30 
minutes,  public  meeting), 
a.  Affirmations. 

1.  EDO  Delegations  of  Authority. 

2. 12/19/80  Marshall  memo  on  Waste  Conf. 
Proceeding. 

B.  Discussion  and  Vote  of  above 
affirmation  items,  if  required. 

Friday,  January  16. 

No  Commission  Meetings. 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  SCHEDULE  UPDATE:  (202) 
634-1498.  Those  planning  to  attend  a 
meeting  should  reverify  the  status  on  the 
day  of  meeing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

(S-51-81  Filed  1-12-Bl:  2«1  pm| 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 

DATE:  Week  of  January  12, 1981 
(additional  item). 

PLACE:  Commissioners'  conference 
room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open/closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Thursday, 
January  15  (additional  item): 

4:00  p.m.:  Discussion  of  Management- 
Organization  and  Internal  Personnel  Matters 
(Chairman's  Conference  Room) 
(approximately  30  minutes,  closed — 
exemptions  2,  6). 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  SCHEDULE  UPDATE:  (202) 
634-1498.  Those  planning  to  attend  a 
meeting  should  reverify  the  status  on  the 
day  of  the  meeting. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

IS-52-81  Filed  1-12-81;  2:10  pm| 
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RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a,m.,  January  20, 
1981. 

PLACE:  Board's  meeting  room.  Eighth 
Floor,  Headquarters  Building,  844  Rush 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois,  60611, 

STATUS:  Part  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS:  Portion  open  to  the  public. 

(1)  Appeal  on  computation  of  annuity. 
Helen  G.  Talbot. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

(A)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of 
disability  annuity,  James  P.  Caldwell. 

(B)  Appeal  from  referee's  denial  of 
disability  annuity,  Florene  K.  Watts. 

(C)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  claim 
for  a  “period  of  disability",  Howard  J. 
Nicholas. 

(D)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of 
disability  annuity.  Jack  T.  Lyons. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  R.  F.  Butler,  Secretary  of 
the  Board:  COM  No.  312-751-4920,  FTS 
No.  387-4920. 

IS-SO-SI  Filed  1-12-81;  12:24  pm| 
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